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AT you propoſe as Terms of Commu- 


J Anion, I freely own are defideranda ; and 
Th W $9 ſhould be heartily glad to have them, and 
N many other valuable Uſages of the ancient 
e Church, reftord in a regular Way. But 
then I can't ſee that they are abſolutely neceſſary, and 
fo Eſſential to the Being of a Church, as you are pleas'd 
to make them. Could they be prov'd Fundamentals, I 
grant that we ought to break thro all Conſiderations 
whatever for them : But if this can't be done, I know 
not how you can juſtify your late Conduct. For reckon 
the Peace of the Church to be of ſuch vaſt Moment, that 
nothing can excuſe our diſturbing it, but the Preſerva- 
'tion of Fundamentals. That the mix'd Cup, Prayers 
for the Dead, 'The Prayer for the Deſcent of the Holy 
Ghoſt, and the Oblatory Prayer, which are the Points 
you labour ſo hard for, are not ſuch, I think may be 
ealily prov'd. | d 
And here I ſhall begin with the mixing Water and 
Wine in the Euchariſtick Cup, which to me ſeems only 
a Point of Diſcipline, and has no relation to the Faith 
of the Chureh. If it be a Point of Diſcipline, I think 
it comes within the Power of the Church. And had 
ſhe been pleas'd, by any poſitive Command, to forbid 
the Uſe of the Mixture, I ſhovid think my ſelf guilty 
of a criminal Diſobedience in acting contrary to her 
Orders herein. n ” 3 | 
Z TI confeſs ſhe ſeems to leave it ad libitum ſarerdotis, and 
that it appears, by her taking no notice of thoſe who 
uſe the Mixture, that ſhe has not been offended at it. 
But then I am perſwaded that if the few Clergy, hö 
have followed this Practice, had at any time inſiſted 
upon the Neceſſicy of it, and refus d the N 
2 — p 


f thoſe who celebrated in pure Wine, the would foon 
ave ſhown her Reſentment againſt them; and if fhe 
as had any Authority at all, fince the Reformation, 


& 


(and who of her Sons dare deny it) I can't ſuppoſe that 


this would be a mere bratam fulmen. - 

It is very plain to thoſe, who are acquainted with 
the Fewiſh Cuſtoms, that they us d Wine mingled with 
Water at the Celebration of the Paſſover ; and it is pro- 
bable that our Saviour made uſe of the ſame Mixture 
at his own Supper: But I can't ſee from hence, we can 
conclude the abſolute Neceſſity of the mix'd Cup. For 
it is more certain that our Saviour made uſe of unlea- 
ven'd Bread, becauſe the Fews were oblig'd by a pofi- 
tive Command to put away the Leaven out of their 
Houſes, and whoſoever eat it was to be cut off from 
the Congregation of Iſrael. * Now, Sir, I think you are 
fo far from inſiſting on the Neceſſity of uſing the Azyma, 
that you yourſelf conſecrate the Euchariſt in leaven'd 
Trend, notwithſtanding you have acknowledg'd more 
than once to me, that it was contrary to what our Sa- 
viour did. | But if it be fo neceſſary to mix the Cup, 


becauſe it is preſum'd our Saviour did ſo; why ſhould | 


not the ſame Reaſon make it as neceſſary, to conſecrate 
unleaven'd Bread? ſince we have better Grounds to be- 
lieve, that he us d the Azyma, than we have that he 
usd the mix'd Cup? For I can't find that the Fews 


were oblig'd by any poſitive Law to mix Water with 


their Wine, at the Paſchal Feſtival : Beſides, Sir, if it 


be ſo neceſſary to follow our Saviour's Example, why | 
do we conſecrate the Sacrament faſting, and in the 
Morning, ſince we have an undoubred Evidence, that 


after Supper he took the Cup ? 


Had our Saviour or his Apoſtles given us a poſitive | 
Precept about the Matter, I muſt own we were in- 
diſpenſably oblig'd to follow it exactly. But ſince it is 
plain they have not, I can't ſee from all that is urg'd * 
from this Head, but that the Church has it in her Po-.-- 


er to ule her own Liberty. 


\ 


* Numb. 12. 15, 19. 


+ Note, The Perſon to whom this Letter was wrote, and the Author 
7 j 


I by 
* 
1 


of the Defence, differ in this, 


« * * SSH a4 4 " 
F ; 
- * 1 5 A 2 . * 4 1 * 4 Int ** ror 
« # V * 
* oy - 
0 * A + + 2 E 3 
9 — * - *, 
” ; - * 7 oo ” 0 # 
. 8 4 
5 


e ws ET CEOS 


137 


 Lreadily 


tions this Practice, yet I am apt to believe it was a ge- 


neral Cuſtom before the Time in which he flouriſh'd. 


But then I don't ſee that this is a Proof of the abſo- 
lute Neceſſity of it: Becauſe there were a great many 
other Cuftoms us'd in that Time, which the Church has 
been pleas'd to alter ſince. . 

When the learned and ingenuous Author of the Rea- 
ſons fir ſt publiſh'd his Book, I did not know there were 
any that inſifted on the abſolute Neceſſity of theſe 
Things. Tis the Neceſſity, and not the Reaſonableneſs 
of reſtoring them, that I deny ; and notwithſtanding the 


-artful Management of this great Author, I hope to make 


it appear that he is miſtaken in this Point. 

It is with ſome Reluctancy that I undertake this Mat- 
ter, afrer a learned and valuable Author has already 
done it, to the Satisfaction of the main Body of the 
Church of England. However, ſince there are ſome 
who are not convinc'd by his Arguments, and others 
who ſeem to be in ſuſpence, upon the Credit of the 
great Author of the Reaſons, who has thought it worth 


While to defend them with ſome Care and Labour : I 


hope I may be excus'd for.medling in this Affair; be- 
cauſe it is poſſible, there may ſomething flow from a 
meaner Pen, that may be further uſeful. Beſides, I un- 
derſtand there are ſome who have been prejudic'd againft 
the Author of the No Reaſons, upon a ſuſpicion that 
he is againft the Lawfulneſs of theſe Things, could they 
be reſtored by a proper, and competent Authority. Now, 
Sir, as I have declar'd, that I think them not only Lawful, 
but reckon them among the deſideranda of our Church, I 
may be leſs liable to the Prejudice of ſome Perſons. 
Your learned Advocate produces ſeveral Fathers, 
which he thinks fully prove the Neceſſity of the mix'd 
Cup. TI ſhall therefore endeavour to ſhew that his In- 
ftances don't come up to his Purpoſe. And ſhall begin 
with Tuſtin Martyr, which is the firſt Perſon he cites, 


and indeed could cite, upon this Occafion. 


Tuſtin in his Apology for the Chriſtians, to the 


Emperor Antoninus and his Sons, Cc. informs them of 


the 


grant that the ancient Churches did moſt - 
commonly make uſe of the mix'd Cup, and though 
Faſtin Martyr is the firſt that I can find, which men- 


of thoſe who celebrated in pure Wine, ſhe would foon 
have ſhown her Reſentment againft 


(and who of her Sons dare deny it) Ican't ſuppoſe that 
this would be a mere braterm fulmen. : 

It is very plain to thoſe, who are acquainted with 
the Fewiſh Cuſtoms, that they us'd Wine mingled with 
Water at the Celebration of the Paſſover ; and it is pro- 
bable that our Saviour made uſe of the ſame Mixture 
at his own Supper: But I can't ſee from hence, we can 
conclude the abſolute Neceſſity of the mix'd Cup. For 


it is more certain that our Saviour made uſe of nnlea- 3 


' ven'd Bread, becauſe the Fews were oblig'd by a pofi- 


tive Command to put away the Leaven out of their 


Houſes, and whoſoever eat it was to be cut off from 
the Congregation of Iſrael. Now, Sir, I think you are 
fo far from inſiſting on the Neceſſity of uſing the Azyma, 


that you yourſelf conſecrate the Euchariſt in leaven'd | 


Bread, notwithſtanding you have acknowledg'd more 
than once to me, that it was contrary to what our Sa- 


viour did. But if it be ſo neceſſary to mix the Cup, 
becauſe it is preſum'd our Saviour did ſo; why ſhould | 


not the ſame Reaſon make it as neceſſary, to conſecrate 
unleaven'd Bread ? ſince we have better Grounds to be- 
lieve, that he us d the 4zyma, than we have that he 
us d the mix'd Cup? For I can't find that the Few 


were oblig'd by any poſitive Law to mix Water with 
their Wine, at the Paſchal Feſtival: Beſides, Sir, if it | 
be ſo neceſſary to follow our Saviour's Example, why | 
do we conſecrate the Sacrament faſting, and in the 
Morning, ſince we have an undoubted Evidence, that 


after Supper he took the Cup ? 


Had our Saviour or his Apoſtles given us a poſitive | 
Precept about the Matter, I muſt own we were in- 
diſpenſably oblig'd to follow it exactly. But ſince it is 
plain they have not, I can't ſee from all that is urg'd * 
from this Head, but that the Church has it in her Pow- * 


er to ule her own Liberty. 


* Numb. 12. ES, 3h EE 


+ Note, The Perſon to whom this Letter was wrote, and the Author | 
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| them; and if ſhe 
has had any Authority at all, fince the Reformation, | 
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I readlily grant that the ancient Churches did moſt 
commonly make uſe of the mix d Cup, and though 
Fuſtin Martyr is the firſt that I can find, which men- 
tions this Practice, yet I am apt to believe it was a ge- 
neral Cuſtom before the Time in which he flouriſh'd. 
But then I don't ſee that this is a Proof of the abſo- 
lute Neceflity of it: Becauſe there were a great many 
other Cuſtoms us d in that Time, which the Church has 
been pleas'd to alter ſince. 

When the learned and ingenuous Author of the Rea- 


ſons firſt publiſh'd his Book, I did not know there were 
any that inſifted on the abſolute Neceflity of thefe 


Things. Tis the Neceſſity, and not the Reaſonableneſs 
of reſtoring them, that I deny; and notwithſtanding the 


-artful Management of this great Author, I hope to make 


it appear that he is miſtaken in this Point. 

It is with ſome Reluctancy that I undertake this Mat- 
ter, after a learned and valuable Author has already 
done it, to the Satisfaction of the main Body of the 
Church of England. However, ſince there are ſome 
who are not convinc'd by his Arguments, and others 
who ſeem to be in ſuſpence, upon the Credit of the 
great Author of the Reaſons, who has thought it worth 


While to defend them with ſome Care and Labour : I 


hope I may be excus d for medling in this Affair; be- 
cauſe it is poſſible, there may ſomething flow from a 
meaner Pen, that may be further uſeful. Beſides, I un- 
derſtand there are ſome who have been prejudic'd againſt 
the Author of the No Reaſons, upon a ſuſpicion that 
he is againft the Lawfulneſs of theſe Things, could they 


be reſtored by a proper, and competent Authority. Now, 


Sir, as J have declar'd, that I think them not only Lawful, 
but reckon them among the deſideranda of our Church, I 


may be leſs liable to the Prejudice of ſome Perſons. 


Your learned Advocate produces ſeveral Fathers, 
which he thinks fully prove the Neceſſity of the mix'd 


Cup. I ſhall therefore endeavour to ſhew that his In- 
7 ftances don't come up to his Purpoſe. And ſhall begin 
with Tuſtin Martyr, which is the firſt Perſon he cites, 


and indeed could cite, upon this Occaſion. | 
Tuſtin in his Apology for the Chriſtians, to the 
Emperor Antoninus and his Sons, &c. informs them of 
| the 


riſi to private Houſes, which I don't find you fond of 


Apolog. 2. Pag. 97. Edit. Parif. 1636. | 


= Fr. 
Ry TIN 3 hy ns 89 Ce. 5 { 
the Doctrine, Manners and Ceremonies of the firſt 
Chriſtians. And here his Deſign was not to ſhew that 
all theſe Cuſtoms were neceſſary, but that they were | 
no ways injurious to the Empire; and that therefore 
they did not deſerve fo ſevere Puniſhments as were u- 
ſually inflicted on the Practiſers of them. | 74 
The Chriſtians of his Time were charg'd with hold- F x 
ing obſcene and lewd Aſſemblies, wich eating human | 
Fleſh, &c. The holy Marcyr, I preſume, upon this ff 
ſcore gives the Emperor a particular Account of the x; 
Behaviour of the Chriſtians, without leaving out any 4. 
Ceremony at all, that they practis d. When our Pray- | 


ers are ended, ſays he, we falute one another with a ly 


Kiſs, Afterwards Bread and a Cup of Water and mird gi 
Wine is brought to him, that is ſet over the Brethren, *' pi 


and when he has taken them he returns Praiſe and A; 


Glory to the Father of the Univerſe, thro the Name C 
of the Son and Holy Ghoſt ; and makes a long Thank(- ye 
giving, for that he has vouchſafed theſe Things to us. 
And when he has fmiſh'd his Prayers and Thankſ- tal 
giving, all the People that are preſent ſhew their Ap- the 
probation, by ſaying, with a loud Voice, Amen. When eg 
the Preſident has thus given Thanks, and the People ;;, 
have Ggnified their joyful Aſſent, then they, whom we 
call Deacons, diſtribute to every one preſent, that they 
may partake of the Eucbariſtick Bread, and Wine and 
Water, and they carry them to thoſe. that are abſent. 

J have literally tranſlated theſe Paſſages out of the 
holy Martyr, becauſe ſome have thought the Neceflicy | 
of the mix'd Cup may be infer'd from hence. Now, 
Sir, I can't ſee but we may as well prove the Neceſ- It 
ſity of the Oſculum ſanctum, and of carrying the Eucha- 


reſtoring, tho it was a Cuſtom for many Ages, and is 
even retain'd by the greater Number of Chriſtian | 
Churches to this very Day. However, Sir, ſhould the 
Whim take ſome People, to think theſe Cuſtoms neceſ- Pot 7e 
ſary to be reſtor'd, yer there is another Uſage men- yr F, 
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L 
tion'd by this Father which I believe you won't be fond 
it of, and that is the an ο e, the Cup of Water which 
at was offerd to the Prieft. This Cup I take to be dif- 
re '} ferent from the . the Cup of mix'd Wine which 
re was offer'd to him, and I am apt to think it was conſe- 
u- Þ crated for ſome other Uſe tlian the Service of the Altar. 
Tho' why it ſhould be ſanctified to waſh the Prieſts 
d- Hands, I can ſee no Reaſon for. * It was uſual indeed 
an for the Deacon to bring a Veſſel of Water to che Bi- 
his | ſhop, or Prieſts, officiating at the Altar, to waſh their 
he Hands before the Communion Service. But then I 
ny don't find that they conſecrated it for this Purpoſe ; 
1y- | whereas the Water mention'd by this Father was ſolemn- 
h a ly conſecrated, and given to the People for ſome reli- 
x4 gious Uſe. It is probable it was deſign d for the fame 
en, purpoſe as the &xz25w's, I or aqua benedifa of the Greeks. 
And there is ſomething like it practis'd in moſt of the 
Churches that adhere to the Roman Communion to this 

kli- very Day. „ 
us. Before I leave this Father, I think it convenient, to 
nkſ- take notice of an ambiguous Paſlage, in the Author of 
Ap- the Defence || that may probably enſnare the unlearn- 
hen ed or unwary Reader: The Paſlage is this. He acquaints 
ple | the Emperour, that the Deacons gave all the Congregation part 
of the Bread, and Wine and Water, which was Euchariſtix d, 
hey or bleſt by Conſecration, and then adds, that the Apoſtles were 
and ¶ commanded by our Saviour, to celebrate in the ſame Man- 
nt. ner: And if ſo, the Mixture in the Sacramental Cup could not 
| be unknownto the Apoſtles, Now, one would be apt to con- 


fliry Fclude from theſe Paragraphs, that Juſtin Matyr inti- 
low, mates, that our Saviour commanded the Apoſtles to cele- 
>cel= brate the Euchariftical Cup mingled with Wine and Wa- 
cha- ter. Whereas the Father ſays nothing like it. For, af- 
— ger having told the Emperour ec. that they call'd this 
nd 15 


Food the Euchariſt, and that it was not lawful for any 
To partake of it, but thoſe who believ'd their Doctrine 
Ro be true, and were baptiz'd: He goes on, For we do 
ecel- hot receive this as common Bread, nor common Drink ; but as 


men- ur Saviour Feſus Chriſt being made Fleſh by the Word of God, 


„ Kc. I ho Vide Defence p. 4. f Vide Goar. Fucholog. p. 453. || Page 4. 
ion d! 


Subſtance, is the Fleſh and Bloo 


Time: Here is no Reaſon given for the Mixture, nor 
the leaſt intimation of its being neceſſary. | 


tum calicis ſuum ſanguinem confirmavit. | Taking Bread ht 


ergo & mixtus Calix, & fraftus pans percipit verbam Dei, 


4 C87 

Bud Fleſh and Blood for the ſake of our Salvation: So in like 

manner we have been taught, that that Food, which has been m 

Exchariftiz, d, or bleſt by the Prayer of the Word that comes from th 

im, from which Food we are —_ 7 its paſſing into our 01 
„F x | 


at Incarnate Feſus. ar 
For fo the Apoſtles in their Commentaries, which are call d © 1h 


_ 'Gofpels, have delivered that Feſus commanded them (to teach) dr 


that be having taken Bread when be bad given Thanks, did ©} 14 


72 Do this in remembrance of me : This is my Body. And 
tikew 


iſe, that he having taken the Cup and given Thanks, did cri 

ſay, This is my Blood: And that be gave the Eucharift 70 ab 
them alone. | 5 
Now, Sir, I think it is plain that the Father doth not be 
ſuggeſt, that our Saviour commanded the Apoſtles to the 
mix Wine and Water in the Sacramental Cup, but only, ſiit; 


that our Saviour order'd them, to teach that the Eacha- 
iſt was his Fleſh and Blood, and to make known the Ar 
Form he made uſe of, and that he adminiftred it only thi 


to them. This, Sir, I hope you will own, doth not Re 
make for your purpoſe. 

In ſhort, Sir, we have no more from this Father than He 
a bare Relation of the Chriſtians uſual Practice in his co! 


The next Father, which your Author thinks will prove the 
the Neceflicy of the mix'd Cup, is Irenæus, who ſays tho 
actipiens panem ſuum corpus eſſe confitebatur, & temperamen' Mi 


declar d it to be his Body; and the Mixture of the Cup b. 
affirm'd was his Blood. And in another place, Quand 


fit Euchariftia Sanguinis & Corporis Chriſti. || When there I fc 
fore the mix'd Cup and broken Bread, partakes of thi per 
Mord of God, it becomes the Euchariſt of the Blood an upc 

Body of Cbriſt. | this 


— 
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Lib. 5. Cap. 2. 


The 


FP») ; 

Theſe Paſſages, I own, ſeem to ſhew'the Uſe of the 
mix'd Cup in his Time, but I can't ſee how they prove 
the abſolute Neceſſity of it. For it is evident that he 


only accidencally Mentions the Temperamentum Calicis, 


and mixtus czlix: (which were uſual Phraſes, as I ſhall 
ſhew hereafter, to ſignify the common Cup' that was 
drank) And that his Argument was levell'd againſt the 
Marcionites, Valentinians, &C, | | | 

Could the ufing of mere Wine in the Euchariſtical Sa- 
crifice, be-prov'd to be Part of the Charge againſt thoſe 
abominable Hereticks; I grant the Argument would be 


good againft thoſe that refuſe the mix'd Cup. But I 
believe this won't be attempted. And therefore I think 


there can be no fair Pretence to infer the abſolute Neceſ- 
ſity of mixing Wine and Water, from theſe Paſſages. 
There are two other Paſſages of this Father which the 
Author of the Defence has added, to ſtrengthen (as he 
thinks) his Argument. The firſt is againſt the Ebionites. 
Reprobant itaque hi Ccmmiſtionem vini cœleſtis, & ſola aqua 
Sæcularis volunt eſſe non recipientes Deum ad ſuam mixturam. 
Here I muſt beg leave to ſay, that the Author has miſ- 
conſtrued theſe Words, and miſtaken their Senſe. 
He conſtrues them thus: That they rejected the Mixture 
of the heavenly Wine, and only made uſe of Water, Whereas 
the plain and genuine Conſtruction, I humbly conceive, 
ſhould be after this manner. Therefore theſe reject the 
Mixture of the heavenly Wine ; and will be only worldly 
Water, not receiving God according to his Mixture. | 
The Expreſſions are Allegorical, and relate to a for- 


F mer Paſſage of this Father, where he ſays the Ebionites 
deny the Union of the divine and human Nature, &c. 


I forbear to ſay any thing more upon it, becauſe I am 


perſwaded that the judicious Author of the Defence, 


upon A review of the Chapter, will acknowledge thac 
this Paſſage doth not relate to the holy Euchariſt. 
The other Quotation, I think, will be as little ſervice- 


able to his Purpoſe, Hæc enim & Dominus docuit, mix- 


: : : . 
ti. 1 r 4 2 3 1 —_— 


—_ 


* Lib. 5. Cap. r. I Ebionæi, Unitionem Dei & 
Hominis per fidem non recipientes in ſuam animam; fed in veteri 
generationis peiſe verantes feimento, &c. Ih. 


B tionem 


k 


Len] 
tiontm calicis novam in regno, cum diſcipulis habiturum ſe pol. 
licitus. I ſhall add the next Paragraph, becauſe it gives mil 


Note, This Father believed that the Fuſt, after having reign'd whe 
with Jeſus Chriſt on Earth, for the ſpace of a Thouſand Years, and ceſſit, 
enjoy'a temporal Pleaſures, ſhould enter into Heaven to poſſeſs eter na com 
th Happineſs ; which Notion he might probably receive from Fapias, Ari} 

j ſtion, and a certain Perſon call d John the Blader, = pol 
Fit | | Qui Millenatiorum fabulam revocare conantur, ſacris literis Türe 
0 ad verlantur, & in ſudaica delirimenta ſeſe piecipitant. Edv. 6. 


1 che Reader ſome light into the meaning of the Father. Er Cu 
is Apoſtolus autem liberam futuram creaturam à ſervitute corrup- 7 l 
10 telæ, in libertatem gloriæ filiorum Dei, confeſſus eſt, The Fa- - n 
11 ther had been treating in ſeveral Chapters before, and the 
Hi more particularly in this, of the Reſurrection and Millen- nil 
1 nium. H This Doctrine, he ſays, our Saviour taught, when _ 
| 0 he promis'd that he would have with his Diſciples a new} W. 
Hi Mixture of the Cup in his Kingdom. Whether the * 
. Notion of Chriſt's Reign upon Earth for a Thouſand den 
14h Tears, which the Church of England has condemn'd, || = 
' be Tiue or Falſe, I think I need not at preſent con- h 
10 cern my ſelf about. I am ſure it is not neceſſary toff© py 
115 believe it, tho' this Father pleads Tradition for it, a ye 
mmuch ſtronger Tradition than can be brought for the 1 
ih Neceflity of the mix'd Cup. I ſhall only obſerve, that 75 
me this new Mixture which, he ſays, our Saviour will oy 
10 drink in the Millenium, is not the Sacramental Cup, Fat 
lov but the common Drink, which ſhall be then made uſe} CP 
[its of, 5 _ be 
1 It was the uſual Cuſtom in hot Countries, to put the 
I Water to the Wine when they dranłk it; becauſe it made — 
Lil it much more Plcatant : And from thence came that gs 
i Saying, Miſceto foculum, Which is the ſame as fill a Glaſs fr. 
F121 in Eng liſh. — 
ij That miſcere, ab ug,, Ce. to Mingle, doth uſually" 
nt ſignify to give one Drink is very plain from the beſt [YU 
[il Authorities of the Ancients. Thus in Homer, «egos 5] 
ih vixrag iger. Fill ſome red Mine; and in Cicero, alteri} Ce, 
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yy Cup. He ſays that Wine is proportionably mix d with 


Hater, but the Spirit is mix d with Man. F If theſe Ex- 
Ipreſſions relate to the Sacrament, for it is doubtful 
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miſcere mulſum, is to the ſame purpoſe. Ovid calls the 
Cupbearer qui pocula miſcet, and Fuuenal lays, Neſcit tot 
I millibus empt us Pauperibus miſcere pur. He ' doth not 
Eno bow to ll a' Glaſs. In ſhort, Sir, it is plain, that 
there was not always a real Mixture where the Words 
nmiſceo, weguruui; & c. were us d. So that I may fairly 
conclude, that Ireneus meant no more by the Mixture, 
than what we may in this Climate, fairly conſtrue 
Wine, and that we ought to underſtand him in the ſame 
Senſe, as we ſhould one of our Country- men, who u- 
ſing the ancient Phraſeology, ſays, miſceto poculum. 


But after all, ſuppoſing the Father did really mean, 
that our Saviour in the Millennium would drink Wine 


and Water, yet I can't fee that from hence we can de- 
duce the Neceſſity of uſing it in the Sacrament. 


It is my Opinion, that the Controverſy between Pope 
Vidlor and the Afraticks, about kee ping of Eaſter was of 


far greater moment than the mix'd Cup; and yet this 
Father did not think theſe different Cuſtoms ought to 
break Communion; and therefore ſeverely reprehended 
the Raſhneſs of the Pope in excommunicating Polycrates 
and the reſt of the Aſiticks, for not complying with 
him; telling him that his Anceſtors ſent the Eucbariſt 
to thoſe Biſhops, who obſerv'd this Feſtival different 


from them. * And by the way, I think this is a Cu- 


ſtom that is grown out of date, and it is my Opinion 
you won't be fond of reviving it. 


Clemens Alexandrinus is thought to be another unex- 
ce ptiunable Evidence for the Neceſſity of the mix'd 


whether they do; yet they by no means prove the Ne-. 


ures, which I confeſs I do not underſtand; and treats 
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be Tiue or Falſe, I think I need not at preſent con- 
cern my ſelf about. I am ſure it is not neceſſary to 
believe it, tho' this Father pleads Tradition for it,“ a 


Neceflity of the mix'd Cup. I ſhall only obſerve, that 
this new Mixture which, he ſays, our Saviour willſ e. 
drink in the Millenium, is not the Sacramental Cup, Fat. 


It was the uſual Cuſtom in hot Countries, to put , 
Water to the Wine when they drankic; becauſe it made 
it much more Plcaſant : And from thence came that 
Saying, Miſccto foculum, Which is the ſame as fill a Glaſs 
in Engliſh. | | | 

That miſcere, 2 nem, Cs. to Mingle, doth uſually} 
ſignify to give one Drink is very plain from the belit; 


vixrag egulg;r, Fill ſome red Mine; and in Cicero, alteri! 
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1 
miſcere mulſum, is to the ſame purpoſe. Ovid calls the 
Cupbearer qui pocula miſcet, and Fuuenal lays, Neſcit tot 


¶millibus emptus Pauperibus miſcere puer. He ' doth not 
Eno how to fill a' Glaſs, In ſhort, Sir, it is plain, that 
there was not always a real Mixture where the Words 
nmiſceo, Hh, Cc. were us d. So that I may fairly 


conclude, that Jrenæus meant no more by the Mixture, 


than what we may in this Climate, fairly conſtrue 
Wine, and that we ought to underſtand him in the ſame 
Senſe, as we ſhould one of our Country- men, who u- 
ſing the ancient Phraſeolugy, ſays, miſceto poculum. 


But after all, ſuppoſing the Father did really mean, 
that our Saviour in the Millennium would drink Wine 


and Water, yet I can't ſee that from hence we can de- 
x duce the Neceſſity of uſing it in the Sacrament. 


It is my Opinion, that the Controverſy between Pope 
Vidlor and the Aſiaticks, about keeping of Eaſter was of 
far greater moment than the mix'd Cup; and yet this 


Father did not think theſe different Cuſtoms ought to 
break Communion; and therefore ſeverely reprehended | 
the Raſnneſs of the Pope in excommunicating Polycrates 
and the reſt of the Aſiticks, for not complying with 
him; telling him that his Anceſtors ſent the Euchariſt 


to thoſe Biſhops, who obſerv'd this Feſtival different 
from them. * And by the way, I think this is a Cu- 


ſtom that is grown out of date, and it is my Opinion 
you won't be fond of reviving it. 


Clemens Alexandrinus is thought to be another unex- 
ceptivnable Evidence for the Neceſſity of the mix'd 


whether they do; yet they by no means prove the Ne-. 

ceſſity of the xe5ua or Mixture, nor can you make them 

come up to your Purpoſe, put what Senſe you pleaſe 
pon them. He ſpeaks likewiſe of ſome other Mix- 


tures, which I confeſs I do not underſtand ; and treats 
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of the Eucharif in ſuch allegorical and myſterious Terms, 


that no Man living, I believe, can find out what he means. 
I ſay no Man living: And my Reaſon is this, Becauſe 
he thought it not lawful to give a clear Account of it 
in Writing, but only by Word of Mouth, to thoſe who 
were thought worthy of the Communication. 
The Author of the Defence, indeed, makes him ſpeak 
clear, and full home to his Purpoſe, and had his Tran- 
{lation been Juft, we muſt have either given up this Fa- 
ther, or own'd our ſelves to be in a damnable Error. 
For he fays, + that this Father declares expreſly that the 


Logos, or Eternal Son of God, order d the Blood of the Grape 
to be mix d with Water, as his own Blood bas Happineſs or 


Salvation incorporated with it. | 

For my own part I muſt confeſs, that had this been 
a true Tranflation, nothing could be fuller to your Pur- 
pofe. For it is certain that God's Will, when known, 
muſt be binding, and we ought not to deviate from it, 
upon any Conſideration whatever. But then, Sir, I 
muſt beg leave to ſay, that the Tranflation and the O- 


riginal, are perfect Strangers; and had it not been for | 
the Marginal Quotation, I ſhould have thought it to | 


be taken from ſome Part of this Father's Works, which 
have not came to the View of the learned World. 


I ſhall make bold to tranſlate the whole Paſſage, and 


what relates to it, in plain Engliſh. Afterwards the holy 


Vine put forth a prophetick Bud. This is a Sign to 
thoſe who have been brought up out of Error to Reſt, | 
10 wit, the great Cluſter which is the Logos, that was 
preſs'd for ut: The Divine Logos being willing to be mix d 
with the Water of the Blood of the Grape, as his Blood is | 
mingled with Salvation. || Hervetus thinks that 28 9 is 
to be join'd by appoſition with 27 aiue]&* and then the | 


— — 


_ 


* Vide Stromat. Lib. 1. 7. 275. & Lib. 4. p. 339. Edit, Pariſ. 
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wierd me Pædagog. Lib. 2. Cap. 2. 


Tranſla- 


uno eodemque conſenſu, aperte, frequenter, pe 


Fa) 
Tranſlation runs thus. The Blood of the Grape, to wit, . 
Word, being willing to be mix'd with Water. Now, Sir, 
Pray what can you collect for your Purpole, from theſe 


; allegorical and dark Expreflions, which no Commen- 


tator has, nor do I believe can, give us Light imo, I 
aſſure you, Sir, here is no order from the Eternal Logos 
to mix the Blood of the Grape with Water. And hag 
the learned Author of the Defence more carefully exa- 
min d this Father, I am apt to believe he would have 
thought him of no great Service to his Delign, 


It is obſervable, that the Beauties of this Father lay 


in his moral Diſcourſes, and (as Du Pin ſays) he was a 


much better Philoſopher than a Divine. It is certain, 
he is ſo dark, and Enigmatical in ſome Points of Re- 
ligion, that oftentimes no Argument can be fairly 
drawn from him to the Prejudice of any Antagoniſt. 

It muſt be confeſs d that St. Cyprian ſpeaks more home 
to your purpoſe, and warmly urges the Uſe of the 
mix d Cup. But then I think it is plain, that St. Cy- 
prian ſtands here by himſelf, as indeed he doth in ſome 
other Points. And where this happens, I think it my 
Duty to differ from him. WES 

I acknowledge him as one of the greateft Lights and 
Ornaments of the Church; and that his Authority has 
been eftabliſh'd by her concurrent Suffrage in moſt 
things: But where the Church has left him, I think I 
may ſafely follow them. 
It is not what one or two Fathers hold that obliges 


me, but what all of them, with one, and the ſame 
3 conſent, have openly, frequently, and perleveringly 
held, writ, and caught: And I am perſwaded if we fol- 
low che excellent Rules, that are here and there laid 
: down by Vincentizs Lirinenſis, * we ſhall find it neceſ- 


# 


1 1 


omnes pariter, 
veranter, tenu- 


* Et quicquid non unus, aut duo tantum;* 


Fiffe, ſeripſiſſe, docuiſſe, cognoverit, id ſibi quoque intelligat abſ- 
que dubitatione credendum, &. Vin. Lirin. adverſ. Hæreſ. Cap. 4. 
Quicquid vero, quamvis ille ſanctus, & doctus, quamvis Epiſ- 
copus, quamvis Confeſſor, & Martyr, præter omnes, aut contia 
» gomnes ſenſerit, id inter proprias & occultas & privatas opiniuncu- 
as, à communis, publica, ac generalis ſententiæ authoritate ſe- 
cretum fit; Cap. 39. 
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[14] 
ſary to forſake not only this, but every other Father 
ſince the firſt Century in ſome particular Points. 

St. Cyprian has been juſtly ſtil'd the rigid Doctor of Diſ- 
cipline; and it muſt be own'd by all who are acquainted 
with his Writings, that he has treated ſome Points with 
ſuch a warmth as ſeems inconſiſtent with his profeſs'd, 
ahd practis d Charity. I don't doubt but he thought 
the rebaptizing of thoſe Perſons, who had been bap- 
tiz'd by Hereticks and Schiſmaticks, was more neceſſa- 


ry in it ſelf than the mix'd Cup. For his Endeavours: | 


to get the Rebaptization eftabliſh'd were very labo- 
rious, as may be ſeen from ſeveral of his Epiſtles. 


Whereas ic was but by accident, that he treated of the 
Mixture of Water and Wine in the Sacramental Cup, 


his main Deſign being againſt the Aquarians; or to 


_ convince thoſe Chriſtians who celebrated in pure Wa- 


ter, for fear of being diſcover d by the Smell of the 
Wine, drank in the Euchariſtical Cup in the Morning. 
And yet tho he fo frequently, and ſo warmly urges 
the Neceſſity of baptizing thoſe Perſons who had been 
baptiz'd by Hereticks, he thinks the Peace and Unity 


of the Church infinitely more neceſſary, and that it 


ought not to be a Term of Comminion. Neminem 
Fudicantes, nec dq Fure communionis aliquem ſi diverſum 
ſenſerit, amoventes. The Synod which was conven'd 
upon this Point, he ſays, would judge no Man, 
nor deny any one the Communion who was of a dif- 
ferent Opinion. And in the latter end of his Epiſtle to 
Jubai anus, where he warmly manages the Argument: 
He ſays, Hec tibi breviter pro noſtra mediocritate reſeripſi- 
mus, frater cariſſime, nemini præſcribentes, aut præjudicantes, 
quo minis unuſquiſque Epiſcoporum, quod putat, faciat, ha- 
bens arbitrii ſui liberam poteſtatem. Here he declares 
that they would not lay a reſtraint on any; but that 
they left it to the liberty of every Biſhop to do as he 
pleas'd. | | 


But ſuppoſing, Sir, that St. Cyprian had been ſo rigid 
for the mix'd Cup, as your ſelf; yet I think I may 


ſafely Anſwer you in this Caſe, as St. Auſtin did the 
Donatiſts, who urg'd this Father in another. I am not 


bound by the Authority of this Epiſtle, becauſe I don't hold 
St. Cyprian's Letters to be Canonical, but I try them by} 


thoſe 


Few) 
thoſe that are Canonical, and whatever I find in them that is 
agreeable to the Holy Scriptures, that I accept, and honour him 


for; but that which diſagrees with them, I refuſe without 
wounding bis Memory. | Ns: oh 1 

As fond as you are of St. Cyprian's Sixty Third Epiſtle, 
(and I think it is the only one, that mentions any thing 
of the Caſe) yet I dare ſay, you wont defend all his 


| Reaſonings for the mix'd Cup, nor do I believe you 


can think any of the Scriptures, be cites for it, are juftly 
applicable to the Purpoſe. And if his. Reaſonings and 


- Quotations won't bear any weight, I ſee no reaſon 


why his bare Say-ſo ſhould alter my Judgmeat in this 
Matter. 8 ; 
If you think St. Cyprian's bare Authority muſt needs 
out-ballance the Peace of the Church, let me tell you, 
there are ſome other things, beſides the baptizing of 
penitent Hereticks, that he calls neceſſary, which the 
Church of England has not practis'd ſince the Reforma- 
tion. I ſhall mention one Cuſtom which you do not 
inſiſt on, and that is the Uſe of Chriſm. It 3s alſo ne- 
ceſſary, ſays he, that he that has been baptix d be a- 
nointed, that having the Chriſm, that it, Unction, be 


may be the Anointed of God, and have the Grace of 


Chriſt in himſelf. + It is plain, he is as deciſive in this 
point, as he is in the mix'd Cup; and yet I don't find 
that you are pleas'd to impoſe the Neceflity of Chriſm 
upon us. "Mp 

Both theſe Cuſtoms are ancient, and I believe inno- 
cent and deſirable, and therefore (as Du Pin ſays) we 
are not to wonder if a Father ſpeaks of them as neceſ- 
ſary things, without ſcrupulouſly examining whether 
they are of abſolute Neceſſity, taking them in a rigo- 
rous Senſe. 


— 


—— — — 


* Ego hujus Epiſtole aut horitate non teneor, quia literas Cy- 


$ priani non ut canonicas habeo, ſed eas ex canonicis conſidero, & 
quod in eis Divinarum Scripturarum authoritati congruit, cum 
; laude ejus accipio : Quod autem non congiuy,cum pace ejus reſpuo: 


Auguſt, contra Creſconium. Lib. 2. Tom. 7. 


F Ungi quoque neceſſe eſt eum, qui baptizatus fir, ut accepto 


Chriſmate, id eſt, unctione, eſſe unctus Dei, & habeie in ſe gratiam 
Hf Chriſti poſſit. Epiſt. 70. Edit. Oa en. 
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1 
As for the Argument that you draw from our Sa- 
viour's making Uſe of Wine and Water in Conformity 
to the Jews who did fo at the Paſchal Feaſt ; I think ic 
is of no force againft us. For I can't ſee how you can | 
infer the indiſpenſable Neceſſity of the mix d Cup from 
hence, unleſs you can prove a poſitive Command of 

God to the Fewiſh Church about this matter. 5 
The Hebrew Doctors ſay, It is all one, whether the 
Wine be pure or diluted, and T believe you will hardly 
find one, that ever declar'd that the Feſtival was im- 
perfectly celebrated, where Water was not us'd. If 


pure Wine, tho' it was uſual for the Fews to mix it; I 
think it may be lawful to conſecrate the Euchariſt 
without the Mixture, and that your Argument only 
ſhews the Lawfulneſs, and not the Neceſſity of it. 

The Apoſtolical Conſtitutions which your Author 
ſeems ſo fond of, do not ſhew the mix'd Cup to be ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary, For all that is ſaid of this matter is 
in theſe Words. And likewiſe having mix'd the Cup| 
with Wine and Water, T 
But had they been ever ſo much to your purpoſe, I 
freely declare they are of no Weight and Authority 
with me: For it 1s plain, that the Author is an Impo- 
ſtour, that endeavours to paſs for a Diſciple of the A- 
poſtles, and imputes to them diverſe Ordinances, that 
were altogether unknown for many Years after their 

- Deceaſe. Beſides, Sir, it is certain, that the Confticutions 
we have now are very different from what was extant 
in the Time of Epipbanim; || and tis very probable, 


Er, wh ww wo... os. 


they have been mightily corrupted by Hereticks of a fi 
latter Dare. However, Sir, ſuppoſing them to be much uf 
Ancienter than they are, yet I know no reaſon, why I 
| „ 
= th | | 5 th 
* The Arthor of the Defence owns the Mixture not to be commanded 
by the Moſaick Inſtitution, and that it reſted moſtly upon Cuſtom, p. 53 — 
Tae, Y mer regons 45 vivs x) de. Lib. 8. C. 12. 
Has Conſtitutiones Epiphanii ævo, 45 hereticis graviter de, 
pravatas, longe alias ab lis, quæ olim extiterunt, ac diverſas ell} : 
certiſſime conſtat, quod ex additionibus, truncationibus, & inre! 55 


Polationibus, facile contingere potuit. Cave Hiſt. Liter. p. 19. Vol. i 
Vide etiam Beveregii. Annot. in Can. Apoſt. Pandect. p. 5. 
| : 2 


2 


they ſhould be more obligatory than the Conſtitutions 
a- of the Church of England. | 


ty The two Councils you ſo much boaſt of, I think will 
ic do you but little Service. For the Council of ene, | 
an (which: decrees that nothing be offer d in the Holy 
m Sacrament, but Bread and Wine mingled with Water; 


of that nothing more than the Body and Blood of our 
7 Lord be offer'd, as he himſelf deliver'd it: wiz. Bread 


he and Wine mingled with Water) was but a Provincial 
Ily Synod, and at moſt oblig'd no farther than the African 
m- Churches after it was taken into their Code. 

If The Author of the Defence *' ſuppoſes the Synod 


in thought the Mixture neceſſary; becauſe they ſay, our 
1 Lord deliver'd Wine mingled with Water. Hereupon 
riſt Y he thinks he has gain'd a mighty Advantage: And is 
nly not (ſays he) ſo unanimous a Reſolution for the Neceſ- 

ſity. of the Mixture, is not the Teſtimony: of a whole 
hor | Synod conſiderable Evidence? To this I anſwer, that it 
ab- doth not follow, that the Synod thought the Mixture 
r is} neceflary (taking the Words in your Senſe) becauſe 
Cup they believ'd our Saviour made uſe of it himſelf ; tho' 

it might be the main Reaſon, why they might think 
e, IJ fit to enjoin it to thoſe who were Moor Le On 
rity &ions- Bur ſuppoſing they had thouglit it neceſſary ; 1 
po- fee no reaſon why their Reſolution and Teſtimony 
A- ſhould be prefer'd to the Sentiments of the Church of 
that England. Tis plain, they had no more convincing 


their Proofs for it, than the Church of England has. And 
ions why ſhould not her Judgment be as much reſpected as 
tant theirs ? 

able, Beſides, Sir, it is ordered in the ſame Canon that the 
of a firſt Fruits of Honey and Milk be offer'd on the Altar 
nuch upon one certain Day for the Myſtery of Infants, + 


This is a Cuſtom I am ſatisfied you won't approve of; 
and yet if this Synod has any Authority over us, I 
think it equally obliges to conſecrate Milk and Honey 


— * — 
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in the Room of the Euchariſt, '* fot the myſtical Uſe 
ol Infants, as the mix d Cup for the Uſe of the adult 
_ Faithful. | CA Bo? O75 | 


* 
* 
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Trent, The Latin, have rejected its Authority, and the 
Church of England has never own'd it. And I am apt 


themſelves oblig'd by many of its Canons. The Armi. 
Fault in diſobeying the Orders thereof. But then our 


can no more oblige us to mix the Cup, than to for 
bear eating of Eggs, and Milk, on Saturdays and Lord's w; 
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And as for the Council of Trulla, I think it no more 
binding to the Church of England than the Council off 


HY mt a i. po hols et os om 


to think, that ſome Perſons who are ſo fond of it upon 
this Occaſion, and call it Oecumenical will not think & 


nians were more properly under the Juriſdiction of 
this Council, and therefore were Guilty of a very great 


Caſe is quite different, for theſe Fathers never had an) 
Authority over England: And therefore this Council 


Days in Lent, Which the Arminians were oblig'd to obM fre 
ſerve under no leſs Penalty than Depoſtion to th C1 
Clergy, and Suſpenſion to the Laity, f an 

That the Evidence of this Council (were it more tg f 
your purpoſe than it really is) ought not to be relied on wi; 
may be prov'd from an egregious Miſtake, which is iff f 
the Canon || you cite againit us. Here thefe Farther in 
ſay, that St. Fames the Brother of our Lord in his Dif me 
vine Liturgy order'd that the Holy Cup ſhould be mix An 
with Wine and Water: Whereas it is certain, thaF/Cy 


St. Fames did not comp oſe this Liturgy that goes unde fill” 
his Name. For the Virgin Mary is called in it the A gay 
ther of God, and the Son and Holy Ghoſt ſaid to be Conf whi 
ſubſtantial with the Father, which are Terms that werf Say 
never us'd for many Years after the Apoſtolical AgM that 


It has likewiſe the Triſagion and Doxology, whidl a fu; 
were not generally made uſe of in the Chuich til ti ter. 


fifth Century, It contains Prayers for thoſe that wel 
in Cloyſters, and who can believe that there were I 


naſteries in St. James's Time. There are likewile 1 — 
cenſe, Churches and Altais, Oc. mentiond in | ** 
— é => — — 7 5 
* * 
* Vide Zonaram in hunc Canon. | | A An 
+ Vide Can. 56. Afud Bhereitg. Paudecł. Can. 32. . 
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| which no Man will ſay were us'd in the firſt Age. And 
Uſe as a farther Confirmation of the Forgery of this Miſſal, 
adulcſ we find therein ſayeral Citations out of St. Paul's Epi- 
© files, the greateſt part of which were written after 
St. Fames's Death. This plain Miſtake ſufficiently 
weakens the Evidence of this Synod, and is a full An- 
ſwer tc the Author of the Defence, who thinks the Te- 
ftimony of two hundred Biſhops is good Proof for 
Matter of Fact, and may be allow'd to paſs in a Chri- 
ſtian Court. | 9 | | 
4rm:'$S The Liturgies of St. Baſil and St. Chryſctom do not 
n of prove the Neceflity of the mix'd Cup. As for St. Chry- 
great 570 Licurgy, which we have in Goar's Euchologion, 


more} 
211 offi 
the 
n apt 
upon 
think 


1 OUlFF it pill by no means ferve your turn. For there the 
an Dzacon is to take warm Water, and deſire the Prieſt 
unciſſ to| bleſs it, and when the Prieſt has bleſt it, the Dea- 
for cen pours it into the Holy Cup. * Now, Sir, here is 


ord'sY wirm Water, which you won't plead for, bleſt diſtinctly 

o obi frcm the ſacred Cup, and the Mixture is made after the 

the Cup is confecrated, which is contrary to your Practice 
and Deſign. EA 

re t If you look into Goar's Euchologion page 148, it 

d on will let you into ſome Secrets which you will find un- 


1 15S Ul 
Ather 
s Di 
mix 


{yvourable to your Deſign. Neither will the Miſlal 
under St. Baſil's Name do you any Service. For all the 
mention of a Mixture is in theſe Words. The Prieft ſays, 
ind in like manner after our Saviour had taken the 
Cup of the Fruit of the Vine, when he had mir'd (or 
 fi!l'd) it, given thanks, bleſſed and ſanctiſied it, he 
gave it to his Holy Diſciples. F Here the Word K:ezzzs, 
& which I have render'd mix'd, doth not ſignify that our 
Saviour mingled Water and Wine in the Cup, but only 
that he fall'd it; as I have elſewhere prov'd. And for 
a further Confirmation, I ſhall produce the 18th Chap- 
ter of the Revelations, Verſe 6. iv rc mm @ eg, xeeg 
474 evly , which our Tranſlators have rendered 
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To Ci, &c. Goar's Ruual Grac, P- 82. 
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is ſaid, 


St. Cyprian, who ſtands here by himſelf; 


ai Wi. ft 


thus, 5 the Cup bie ſhe has filld, fill to Ar * 
ble. Now this Cup refers to the third Verſe, where it 
the wine of the 
Sir, your Author 
owns that our Saviour conſecrated the Cup, that had 


all nations hawe drank * 
wrath of her fornication. Beſides, 


been already mix'd; and therefore if he ſuppoſes, that 
the Compiler of this Liturgy really meant that our Sa- 
viour mingled Water and Wine, he muft own' it as a 


Miſtake, and conſequently nothing to his purpoſe. If 
the Compiler thought ſo, it is plain he did not ſuppoſe 


himfelf oblig'd to follow our Saviour's Example, For 


he refers to St. Chryſoftow's Miſſal, which Orders warm 


Water to be pour'd into the Cup after the Conſecra- 
tion of the whole Euchariſt is over. 

This Cuſlom the Greeks made uſe of, to repreſent the 
warm Blood that flow'd from our Saviour, and the rea- 
ſon that they give, why the warm Water is not pour'd 
into the Holy Cup before, but after Conſecration, is 
becauſe it would grow cold by that time they could 
partake of it. 


Thus, Sir, I have anſwer'd your Letter, and prov'd | 


that the Author of the two Books which you ſo ear- 
neſtly deſir'd me to read, has not brought one Father 
which pleads for the Neceſſity of the Mixture except 
and 1 have 
hew that this warm Father, if rightly ſcan d, doth not 
come up to near your Pitch. Nay Aquinas proves from 
this very Epiſtle you quote againſt us, that the Mix- 
ture of Water is not de neceſſitate Sacr:menti f 


I could alſo produce ſeveral other Fathers of Note 


in the Church which mention the Cuſtom of mingling 
Wine and Water for the Sacrament, but I aſſure you 
none of them ſpeak of the Neceſſity of it. I ſuppoſe 


Vour learned Author did not care to cite them, for 


ſome other Reaſons than becauſe they would ſwell 
his Book tœo much. 
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* Vide Ballamon in 32 Can. Synod. Trull. Matt. Blaſtar. apud 
Peverey. Pandect. nes A | . bo Th. 

Symeo: Teflalonicenl. de Temple: & Miſſa Apud Adar. 7. 229. 

1 Ps. 2 Out. 74. Ark. F. 


chat 
9 


4 I have allo ſhewn, that the Apo- ; 
ſtolical Conſtitutions won't do 5 0u any Service, and 4 


warm Water to be pour'd into the Cup after Conſe- 
cration. | | 


Pour Auchor, which are juſtly exceptionable; but as 
they are not likely to come upon the Stage again, but 
were only accidentally play d againſt his Antagoniſt, and 
indeed are wide from this Controverſy, the profound 
Reſpect I have for his Perſon, &c. induces me to 
throw a Veil over them. I hope I than't offend by ſay- 
ing, Quandoque bonus dermitat Homerns. There is one 
thing 1 can't but take notice of, becauſe it ſeems to be 


Inion that Water is Part of the Matter of the Sacra- 
mental Cup; in this Point I think he is ſingular. For 
I can't find one Father that backs his Opinion; the 
Schoolmen have determin'd againſt him, the Latin and 
Greek Churches do not in the leaſt favour him, and 
= poor deſpis'd Church of England is expreſly againſt 

im. 


declar'd, that Water is properly Part of the Matter 


from their Writings, which feems to give Colour 
to it. Has any of their Predeceilors or Contempo- 


much as mention'd. the Uſe of Water in the Sacra- 
ment, in any of their Writings which are extant. And 
Jas for St. Cyprian, who. warmly pleads for it, be- 
cauſe he thought it contain'd ſome myſtical Signi- 


For whcn Chriſt faqs: T am the true Vine: Toe Bled 


hat had they been never ſo much againſt us, that the 
are Forgeries, and therefore of no Authority. I have f 


ikewiſe proy'd your two Councils too weak to ſupport 
Pour Cauſe, and yet theſe are the only Councils which fk 


are worth any regard at all, that ſpeak any thing of 
he matter. And laftly, I have ſhewn that the Litur- 
pies, Which are called St. Chryſoſtom's and St. Baſil's, ra- 
her make againſt your Deſign; becauſe they order 


4 


I might take notice of ſome looſe Expreſſions of 


the Foundation of his Miſtake ; and that is, his Opi- 


Has Juſtin Martyr, Irenæus, and Clemens Alexandrinus 


of the Euchariftick Cup? No: They have ſaid no- 
thing like it; nor can there be any thing wreſted 
raries favour'd this Notion? No: They have not fo 


tications, he is expreſs againſt the Author, and proves 
Wine to be the proper Matter of the Sacrament ; 
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of Chriſt certainly is not Water, but Mine. And again: He | 
ſays, Noe tipifying 4 future Truth, did not drink Water but 
Wine, and ſo repreſented our Lord's Paſſion. F And ſpeak- 
ing of Melchifideck as another Type of Chriſt, He ſays: | 
For who is more a Prieſt of the moſt High God, than our | 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, who offer d a Sacrifice to God the Father, | 
and cffer d the very ſame which Melchiſideck had offer d, 
that is, Bread and Wine, to wit, bis Body and Blood. || And 
a little further he ſays, The Water u an Emblem of the Peo- 
ple; But the Blood of Chriſt is repreſented in the Mine. 
There are likewiſe ſeveral other Paſſages in this Fa- 
ther's Works which plainly declare that ic is Wine alone, 
that repreſents the Blood of our Saviour, and conſe- 
quently nothing elſe can be the proper Matter of the 
Sacramental Cup. | 
Tertullian plainly declares, that it was Mine which 
was conſecrated in Remembrance of his Blood. | And 
Optatas Milevitanus that it was Wine that was offer'd in 
Sacrifice to God. || In ſhort, Sir, there is not one Fa- 
ther that ever I mer with that gives any encouragement | 
to your Author's Opinion; and I ſuppoſe, if he had met 
with any, he would have given us ſome better Proof 
than he has done, that this is not a new coin'd Opi- 


nion. | | In 
The various Reaſons that were given in different fo 
Churches and Times, for the Uſe of Water in the Eu- SC 
ö an 
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* Nam cum dicat Chriſtus: Ego ſum vitis vera; ſanguis f W: 
Chriſti non aqua eſt utique, td Vinum, Efrſt. ad Cecil. p. 148. m. 
+ Noe Typum futuræ Veritatis oſtendens, non aquam, fed vi-W the 


num biberit, & fic imaginem dominic paſlionis expreſlerits Ti 
, 149. | | s 
F | Nam quis magis Sacerdos Dei ſummi, quam Dominus noſter mi 
Jetus Chiittus? qui ſacrificium Deo Patri ohtulit, & ebtulit hoe ing 
idem, quod M-lchifidech obtulerar, 1d eſt, pauem & vinum, ſuun cal 
{cilicer corpus, & languinem. Tb:4. 1 
* Videmvz in aqua populum intelligi, in vino vero oſtendi S 
Sanguinem Ch:iſti. p. 153. W thi 
- "+ Nc forte dicatur, — alium poſtea vini ſaporem, quod ia wh 
ſanguinis ſui memoriam conſecravit. Lib. de anima, Set. 17. TY ob! 


Non & vinum 2 peccato;ibus operariis & calcatur, & premituty b 
& ſic inde Deo lacrificium offertur. De Sci, Donatiſt, Lib. Y 
Sed. 4. Eau. Du Pin, 


cha. 


zur & chariſtick Cup, plainly proves that they did not think 
ak. it eſſential to the Sacrament. Some us'd the Mixture, 
ys: to repreſent the Water and Blood that flow'd from our 


— nis Church. Several us'd Water to ſignify the People; 
er d, others, becauſe the Mixture was more pleaſant and a- 


Ang greeable to our Nature, and therefore fitter to repre- 
Peg. ſent this Spiritual Drink; and not to be too tedious, I 
e. * & ſhall only mention one Reaſon more which prevail'd a 
Fa- long Time, and that was, to ſignify the Union of the 
dne, two Natures of Chriſt, And here I ſhall obſerve, thae 
nſe- the only Reaſon why the Arminians rejected the com- 
the mon Uſage of the Church, and made uſe of mere 
Wine, and unleavened Bread, was becauſe they would 

hich ſignify thereby that there was but one Nature in Chriſt: 
And & To this they were pulh'd on by the Jacobites, a very 
d in & early and dangerous Se& of Hereticks that infeſted the 
Fa- Church for many Hundred Years. But as ſoon as they 
nent were perſwaded to leave this Party, and to condemn 
met Enutyches and ſome other monſtrous Hereticks in the 
roof Council of Tarſis, in order to unite with the Greek 
Opi- Church, they preſently comply'd with the Mixture.“ 
In like manner ſeveral Churches gave ſuch like Rea- 
rent} fons, why they us'd leaven'd or unleaven'd Bread. 
Eu- Sometimes they us'd a Loaf to ſignify their Unity; At 
another time Wafers ; and yet the myſtery did not 
— | ceaſe, for hereby they repreſented the Money. which 
neu was the Price of our Lord's Body. In ſhort, they had 
many myſtical Meanings in all their Ceremonies abont 
d vi the Sacrament, which varied in different Places and 
Merl Times. And this plainly ſhews, that this Cuſtom of 


it hoe ing of the Sacrament, but was only usd emblemati- 
cally, according as the Humour of tne Age lead them. 

It is probable the Church of England might leave off 
this Cuſtom, becauſe ihe did not like the Reaſons 
which ſeem'd chiefly to ſupport it. However ſhe is not 
oblig'd by them, and '*cis certain ſhe doth not intend 
by uſing pure Wine to encourage, by way of Myftery, 


mitulh 
Lib. 
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x Niceph, Calixt. Lib, 13, Cap. 53- 
| AV 


Saviour's Side. Others, to ſhew the Union of Chriſt and 


mixing the Cup was not thought eſſential to che Be- 
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1. F any Opinion whatſoever. And therefore by Virtue 0 
| her dvrzwpdare, the thing being indifferent in its our 1 
: Nature, ſhe may uſe her Liberty, t 
| But to proceed. The Determination of che School 
5 men upon this Point, is very ſtrong againſt your AuYfhe 
Fj thor. For they all agree, that the proper Matter 
ol the Sacramental Cup is Wine, Vinum de vite, and tha 
the Water is but an Adjunct, and Circumſtantial to th 
[4 . Euchariſt. And therefore conclude, aquam in Sacr; 
- Ha mento Euchariſtiæ, non ex neceſſitate calici commiſceri, |, 
ex congruitate Sacramenti, vel obligatione Præcepti. I waz 
their Reaſons, becauſe I ſuppoſe your Author won 
think himſelf oblig d by them; and the only Motiv 
which induc'd me to produce their Opinion, is to pro 
1 .. your Author oppoſes the whole Latin Church, whi 
has eſpouſed the School Deciſion upon this Point. An 

as for the Greek Church, tis plain, by their puttin 
warm Water into the Cup after Conſecration, th 

they do not believe it de neceſſitate Sactumenti: A 

laſtly, the Church of England has fully declar'd her C 

pinion about the Matter of the Sacrament in her e 

cellent Catechiſm, where ſhe ſays, that the ourwa 
if Part or Signof che Lord's Supper, is Bread and / 
| So that I think, I have plainly prov'd that your A 
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0 thor is ſingular in his Opinion, and therefore it ougF/=» 
| not to have any Influence on us. is 
| The next thing you demand to be reſtor'd, is, Pray$d 
| for the Dead, For my own part, I dare not ſay cha! 
all Remembrances of the Dead are unlawful in en 
Devotions. Neither am I under any Temptation en! 
ic, as a faithful Member of the Church of Engl" 
For the has no where condemned them, nor need 1H 
afraid to ſay, that it is probable, when they are gt 
tinctur'd with Superſtition, they may be uſeful. HAN 
the beſt Defenders of our Church, have in their po 1 
uh 


lick Writings own'd it. Archbiſhop Uſber, Biſhop 7 
bor, Biſhop Mountagne, Biſhop Forbs, &c. nave W 
OM upon it, and the learned Mr, Thorndike ſays, It has by 
106i 4 Cuſtoms ſo general in the Church to pray for 

Wh 1 | Dead that no beginning f it can be l. gn d, 10 ti em. 
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no part of the Church where it was not us d. And 
Icho this is ſomething more than he has or could prove; 
et it ſhews what were the general. Sentiments of our 
peſt Authors upon this Subject, and is a good Proof 
hat my. Conceſſions are not inconſiſtent with the Prin- 
iples cf our Church. I might likewiſe add, that the 
Presbyterians in Germany ule this Form at their Funerals 
od grant him an undiſturbed Reſt, and a Reſurrection 
o a bleſſed Life. 

But the Queſtion is not, whether Prayers for the 


n 


won 

otiv. Chrillians be lawful or aſeful ; but whether it is abſo-- 

pro utely neceſſary, to reſtore either the Form in King 
whiq Er s Liturgy, or add ſome new Compoſition to 
„ Anpur Common-Prayer. Book, which may have ſome 
nttinf®8 ſemblance to it. You ſeem your ſelf to be a little 
 th{autious about the Matter, upon the Point of Expe- 
1 Afhiency, and therefore ſay you. will be contented, if 
ner M Ve leave out theſe Words, Militant here in Earth: 
or eln the Prayer for the whole State of Chriſt's Church. 


The wiſe Man || ſays, there is a Time and Seaſon 
or all Things, and if ever ſuch an Attempt was unſea- 
Yonable, certainly it is now, when the Church of Eu- 
land is ſo powerfully attack d from ſeveral Quarters. 
is now when the Vitals of Religion are puſh'd at, 
nd the common Cauſe of Chriftianity lies at Stake, 
lay th hall our Charity for the Dead ſwallow up all our 
in Ooncern for the Living? And to be plain with you, I 
tion (2 © but think it a very improper time to attempt the 
riking out three or four Words from the Common- 
ed I Frayer; when there are ſo many Factions endeavour- 
W's co take away the whole. It is an ill time to give 
11, F"y. Diſturbance to the Church of England, when we 
ear from ſeveral Quarters that dreadful Alarm, Down 
ith it, down with it to the Grand, | 


| * Ppilog. Lib. z. p. 333. 

for Deus der ei pacatam quietem, & beatam ad vitam relurtecti⸗ 
wo Ti 1 Binchii Melleſic. Thea! logic. Pars 5. Aitic. 3. de mortuoru n- 
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Perhaps you may tell me; this is but unſeaſonable 


Cant. For you hold it neceſſary to pray for the Dead 
at the Euchariſt Service. And indeed you can have no 


other Plea to excuſe your Rafhneſs, as well as your 


Separation from the Church of England. I ſhall therefore 
examine whether your Author has prov'd this Point. 

The firſt he brings for it is Tertullian, who ſays, Ob- 
lationes pro defunctis, pro natalitiis annuo die facimus. Ter- 
tullian doth not ſay, they ſaid Maſs every Year for the 
deceaſed Souls, nor, in your Authors Words, that they 


mentioned the Names of the Deceaſed on the Anniverſary of | 
their Death, in the Prayers of the Euchariſtick Sacrifice. | 


No, The Words in plain Engliſh run thus. We make 
Offerings for the deceaſed upon (or for) the Anniver- 
ſary of their Death. Now I don't ſee any Reaſon, 
why we ſhould think theſe Offerings were the Eucha- 
riſt, or Prayers made for the deceas'd at the Time of 
the Euchariſtick Sacrifice, But I rather think, they 
were Gifts or Legacies which were given to the 
Church or Poor; and it may be, the very ſame as 
they us'd to give when they were alive upon the An- 
niverſary of their Birth. It was in former times, and 
indeed is now the Cuſtom for Men of Fortune, to ce- 
lebrate their Birth-day, and give liberally to the Poor; * 
and it is not unuſual to leave Legacies for the uſe of 
the Needy upon the Anniverſary of their Death. Theſe 
Loaves, &c. which the Church-Wardens of moſt Pa- 
riſhes diſtribute upon this Account, I believe are, ſome- 
thing like the Offerings which Tertullian means. 


But ſuppoſing Tertullian did really mean, that Maſs| 


was ſaid Annually for the deceaſed, yet I am ſatisfied, 
this is not what your Author pleads for, and did he 
plead for it, yet it doth not appear neceſſary any more 
than the Trine Immerſion in Baptiſm; their taking of 
Honey and Milk after. it, and ſeveral other uſeleſs Cu- 
ſtoms, which ſtand upon the ſame Po. 

I own, that Tertullian ſuppoſes, that a Husband! 


* 


— 2» — — 


* De Corona Militis. Cap. 2, 


2p. 3. 1 Reaſons p. It. 
* Dat Natalitia in Hortis. Cicero. 
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ſhould pray for the Soul of his dead Wife, * and the 
Wife for her Husband ; + but yet cheſe Paſſages which 
were written- when he had drank the very Dregs of 
Montaniſm, relate only to their private Prayers for 
them; and this is what you may do without giving 
any Offence to the Church of England. And for my 
own Part, I won't quarrel with you, fo long as you 
don't difturb the Church, if the Matter of your Pray- 
ers be the ſame as Tertullian directs. In prima reſurre- 
ctione conſortium. || That your chief Favourites may 
accompany thoſe that riſe firſt, for the enjoyment of 
the Millenium. He thought it a mighty Diſadvantage 
to riſe laſt, and that the paying the uttermoſt farthing, 
in Mathew 5. 26. was the delay of the Reſurrection. * 
And quotes the Paraclete for it, 

The next which is produc'd to prove the Næceſſity 
of Prayers for the Dead is St. Cyprian, who ſays, that 
the Biſhops conſidering that the Buſineſs of a Clergy- 
man was to ſerve at the Altar, and to be employ 'd in 
Spiritual and not in worldly Affairs, had provided a- 
gaiaſt any one's naming a Clergyman, Executor, or 
Truſtee. And if any did this, there ſhould be no Offerings 
made for bim, nor Sacrifice celebrated upon the Account of 
bis Death. For be doth not deſerve to be nominated in the 
Prayers of the Prieſts at the Altar of God, who wilfully calls 
of the Prieſts and Minifters from the Service of the Altar, 
And therefore ſince Victor contrary to the Decree lately made 
by the Synod, has preſum'd to appoint Geminius Fauſtinus, 
who # a Prieft, to a Guardianſhip. You ought not to 
make any. Offerings, upcn the Account of his Death 
or uſe any Prayers in the Church upon his Account. f 


— 


9 — 


* Exhort. ad Caſtitatem. Cap. rr. 

Liber de Monagamia. Cap. 10. 

|| Ibid. * Lib. de anima. Cap. 58. 

f Ac ſi quis hoc feciſſet, non offerretur pro eo, nec fac rificium 
pro dormitione ejus celebraretur. Neg; enim apud altare Dei mer-tur 
nominari in ſacerdotum prece, qui ab altari {acerdotes & Mini— 
ſtros voluit avocare. Et ideo Victor, cùm contra formam nuper 
in Concilio a ſacerdotibus datam, Geminium Fauſtinum Preſbyte- 
rum aulus fit tutorem conſtituere, non eſt quod pro dormitione e- 
jus apud vos fiat oblatio, aut deprecatio aliqua nomine ezus in Es- 
eleſia frequentetur. Epiſt. i. F 
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To avoid prolixity, I ſhall paſs by the ſpecious Gloſ- 

ſes of Chemnitius, and ſome other learned Men. For 
my deſign 15 only to prove that what you demand is 
not neceſſary. Well then, fuppoſing St. Cyprian really 
meant, that the Soul of Victor ſhould not be pray ed for 
at the Holy Altar, yet this doth not prove that he 
thought it abſolutely neceſſary always to pray for the 
Dead at the Euchariſtick Sacrifice. For granting it the 
Cuſtom of that Time, yet without it can be prov'd 
St. Cyprian thought, that all the Cuſtoms that were us'd 
in the African Church, were indiſpenſably neceſſary to 
all other Churches afterwards, his Practice won't come 
up to your purpoſe. | 

It was the Cuſtom of this Age to inſcribe the Names 
of all the Faithful in the Diptychs * of the Church, 
which were all recited at the Altar, F This was not 
thought convenient in the fourth Century, and then 
the Names of very eminent Men were only regiſter'd 
and recited. And in a few Ages aſter, even this Uſage 
was neglected in moſt Parts of the World : For they 
only regiſter'd and recited the Names of the. Patriarchs, 
But ſuppoſing St. Cyprian did really think it neceſ- 
fary to pray for the Dead at the Euchariſtick Sacrifice, 
yet it doth not prove it to be fo, nor has he given 
us any Reaſon why we ſhould think ſo: Suppoſe 
St. Cyprian thought it neceſſary to give the Euchariſt to 
Children, which was the Cuſtom in his Age, and 


warmly pleaded for by St. Auſtin after him. Let this 


doth not prove that the thing was neceſſary. And it is 
plain, the fern Churches for many Ages have been 
ins 8 
Your Author ſays, he doth not except againſt this 
Practice. But doth he infiit on the Neceſſity of it? It 
he thinks Prayers for the Dead are not more neceſſary, 
J have done with the Argument, and ſhall only ask 
why the Church is diſturbd about the one, any more 
„ ER S 


* The Diptychs were Two Tables, one of which contain'd the Names 
pf thet Boing Fair, and he biber the dead, . 
+ Vide Dodweil Diflert, Cyprian. Diflert. 5. 
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After all; if I may be allow'd to give my Opinion 
about the Caſe, which is mention'd by St. Cyprian, I 
think it is this. Victor was under a ſort of Excommu- 
nication for contemning the Decrees of the Synod, and 
therefore St. Cyprian did not think fir, that he ſhould 
have the Honour of having his Name inſcrib'd in the 
Diptychs, nor recited at the Altar. This was done to 
fix a diſgrace upon his Memory, and to deter others 
from the like Practice. And as the Church had diſown'd 
him, it was very improper that the Funeral Prayers 
mould be ſaid upon his Account. The firſt Part of the 
Sentence relates to a Cuſtom which ſeems to take its 


riſe not long before St. Cyprian's Time, and ſoon expir'd, 


when the Church ceas'd to be Perſecuted: For the In- 
tention of the Church in uſing theſe Ceremonies was 
to encourage Martyrdom, and a bold Confeſſion of the 
Faith. And the other part of the Sentence is much like 
thar of the. Church of England, that the funeral Prayers 
ſhall not be ſaid for excommunicated Perſons, G. 
The next Authority which your Author produces, to 
prove the Neceſſity of Prayers for the Dead, is the A- 
poſtolical Conſtitutions, Had theſe Conſtitutions been 


really Apoſtolical, he needed not to urge this Practice 


upon the Church of England, But, Sir, tis plain, as I 
have already prov'd, that they are ſpurious, and there- 
fore he might as well have quoted the preſent Maſs- 
Book: For I am perſwaded he will as ſoon get any of 


the Church of England to own the Authority of the one, 


as the other, Nay, I believe, your Author himſelf is 
lo far from thinking many of the Directions in theſe 
Conſtitutions Neceſſary, that there are ſeveral things in 


chem that he doth not think Lawful. For my own part 


[ have no exception againſt the Form which he cites 
from this forg'd Book; had the Church of England 
thought fit to have made Uſe of it. But all thacT urge, 
is, that the Authority of theſe Conſtitutions is not ſuf- 
ficient to prove the thing to be Necellary. 

The next Reaſon why Prayers for the Dead muſt of 
Neceflity be reftor'd, is, becauſe St. James Biſhop of 
Niſibis, ho made part of the Council of Nice, and was 


famous for working Miracles pray d fer a dead Perſon, 


that God would pardon his Sins, and admit bim _ 
te 


. 30 ] | 


| the Company of the Fuft. You may if you pleaſe uſe th 
the ſame Words in your Cloſet. For I don't find that St 
he read this Prayer from any Liturgy. And for my la 
own part, [won't fall out with you, if you follow this 
Biſhop's Example, who Theodore tells us pray d for ſome 
dead Men to be reftor'd to Life, and it came to paſs, * 
But I hope you won't think it neceſſary to have a Form 
in our Liturgy for this Purpoſe, REL SIE: 

I ſee no Reaſon to be of your Author's Opinion, 
that the Holy Life, and Orthodox Faith of this Biſhop 
is a good Evidence for your Practice. For there have 
been as Holy, and Orthodox Biſhops on the other Sid: 
of the Queſtion. And as for his Miracles, which The 
odoret relates done by him, believe them who will 
They have juſt the ſame Influence on me as the extra 
vagant Legends of the Papiſts. Valeſius F gives incon 
teſtable Proof againſt the Credit of Theodoret, in Rela 
lation to ſome Miracles done by Niſibenſis. And if wah 
ftrip this Biſhop of his Miracles, he will appear nd 
more than an Orthordox, Holy Man; and ſuch, I hope 
were many of the Engliſh Biſhops, who were of a ditpea 
ferent Opinion from you in chigPoint, hav 

Your Author goes on, and tells us of ſeveral Holyec 
Biſhops, that pray'd for the Dead, St. Cyril of Feruſalen Rea 
St. Ambroſe, St. Epiphanius, St. Chryſoftom, and St. Auſſiect. 
ſtin. If your Author can prove it neceſſary to reſtorſſthe 
all the Uſages of theſe holy Men, I own he has gainYOpi 
his Point. But till this is done, I ſhall beg leave to ſay 
he has been a little too unwary in what he has ſaid i 
relation to them. Suppoſe St. Cyril was for the Invoca 
tion of Saints, will your Author think it is neceſſar 
for us to do ſo? The very Book that is cited, containfſhnd 
many Points which he himſelf won't allow to be Ot 
thodox and Lawful. |] TOO. | 

The Prayer, which is cited from St. Ambroſe, wiFMart 
for one that died unbaptiz d. Now I am apt to thin 


ler 


— 


| — 1 uh * Þ 
* Lib. r. Cap, 7. + Annot. in Lib. 2. Theodor, cap. Tra. 
Vd. Catech. Myſtagog. | 1 
Sed audio vos dolere, quod non acceperit Sacramenta Bapt . 


mati. Ambroſ. in Obit, Valeutiniani. 4 
e th ! E 


Fe 
uſeſſ that your Author is ſo far from thinking this Act of 
that St. Ambroſe neceſſary, that he will not allow it to be 
my lawful. If I am miftaken; all that I ſhall ſay, is, that 
this St. Ambroſe and your Author are the only Men of Va- 
me lue, that ever I could find, who thought ſo. 
os. "WW Epiphanius has ſaid many Things which won't bear ſcan- 
orm ning. He puts ſome Things inte the Liſt of Hereſies, 
| which have no Relation at all to the Fundamentals of 
non Chriſtianity. And if his Book is to be the Standard of 
ſhop} Hereſy, your worthy Author will ſind it a difficult 
have Matter to come off Scotfree. After all, it doth not 
Sid:Wappear that Epiphanius thought the rejecting Prayers 
The. for the dead was an Hereſy : But he reckon'd Acrius an 
will Heretick for leaving the Church, upon pretence that 
xtra Prayers for the dead were unlawful. The Reaſon of 
1confhis ſevere Charge is as much againſt you who leave the 
RelaWChurch of England, upon pretence that Prayers for the 
if wadead are abſolutely neceflary. It was uſual for Epipha- 
nius to rank Schiſmaticks among Hereticks, fo that had 
lerius been ſound and orthodox in other Points, and 
peaceable in the Church, he might in all Probability 
have held Prayers for the dead not to be neceſſary, and 
yet have never been cenſur'd for an Heretick. My 
Reaſon is this, Becauſe St. Auſtin doth not call his re- 
jecting Prayers for the dead, and the Obſervations of 
he ſtated Faſts of the Church, any more than his private 

Opinions. * | | 

St. Chryſoſtom thought it lawful to pray for the Souls 
of wicked Men, and that our Prayers and Almſgi- 
ings would be very ſerviceable to them. T This is 
omewhat more than your Author thinks convenient, 
and if I miſtake him not, he ſcarce thinks this Practice 


de OrfWawful. | 

Laſtly, St. Auſtin thought it unlawful to pray for a 
e, WIMartyr; || for he reckon'd this was doing them an In- 
0 think. 


— 


— 


* Fertur 


propria quoque dogmata addiſſe nonnulla, dicens 
dare, vel offerre pro mortuis oblationem non oportere nec ſtatuta 


Dink olenniter celebrandaeſle Jejunia. Lib. ad Quodyult deum. Sed. 53. 
| Bapt T Ad populum Antioch. Homil. 6g. 

Item. Serm. de Job, & Abrah. m. 

Expoſit. in Evang. Johan. Caf. 5. Tag. 84. 


jury, * 


Lo] | 
ry. * Whereas St. Cyprian thought fit to offer more 
particularly for Martyrs. F And the oldeſt Liturgies 
that are now extant, contain Prayers not only for 
Martyrs, but for the Apoſtles, and even for the bleſſed 
Virgin. I might likewiſe add, that St. Auſtin had ſome 
Opinions concerning the State of the Dead, that are 
widely different from your learned Author's Senti- 
ments, and directly contradictory to moſt of the Fa- 
thers which he has cited. SU 

And now, Sir, I think it doth not appear neceſſary 
to follow all the Opinions of theſe holy Men : Tho' I 
own them as very great Lights and Ornaments of the 
Chriſtian Religion. Nor can I ſee any Realon. for 
your Author's — that we ſhould have quitted 
their Communion, had we liv'd in their Age; be- 
cauſe we don't think it neceſſary nor convenient to 
follow all their Uſages : For all lawful Cuftoms are 
not always neceſſary or expedient. . _ 

We have but few, if any, of the genuine Liturgies 
that were us d in the fourth Age; and therefore I can't 
help thinking your Author a little too raſh in his Cen- 
ſures upon his Brethren. For 'tis poſſible the Liturgies 
of that Time might be much more tender upon this 
Point than he ſuppoſes. However, Sir, granting the 
contrary, yet it is no Argument againſt us. When the 
Queſtion is not, whether they are barely lawful, but 


— 


whether they are abſolutely neceſſary. And our Dif- 


ference doth not conſiſt about what we ought to do 
then, but what we are obligd to do now. For the 
Conſequence is not neceſſary, that becauſe I would 
not ſeperate from their Communion, therefore I ought 
to quit the Church of England. What might be my 
Duty then, becauſe lawfully commanded, would be a 
great Sin now, becauſe it would be an Act of Diſobe- 
dience againſt an Authority equally lawful and compe- 
tent. In ſhort, Sir, I think we are ne more oblig'd by 
their Cuſtoms, than an Engliſhman, while in his own 


— 


* De verbis Apoſtoli. Serm. 17. 5 F 
＋ Sacriſicia pro eis lemper, ut meminiſt is offerimus, Cyp. Epiſt. 
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Country, is bound by the particular Laws of any Fo- 
reign State. And as he would be juſtly deem'd a facti- 
ous Rebel, that would introduce any ancient Cuſtoms, 
tho lawful in their own Nature, againſt the Order of the 
State; ſol can't ſee but he is a Schiſmatick, that will 
unduly bring in ancient Cuſtoms, however lawſul in 
themſelves, againft the direct Authority of that Church 
of which he is a Member, 

Another Reaſon why it is neceſſary to alter our Com- 
mon-Prayer-Book, is, becauſe in the Greek Liturgies, 
the Gallican, and Moſarabick Miſſals, and the Ordo Ro- 
manus, there are Prayers for the Dead. If this Argu- 
ment will hold then I think it is as ſtrong for reſtoring 
ſome other Prayers which I find in them, that your 
Author doch not plead for. For if the Authority of 
theſe Liturgies, is ſufficient to warrant one Practice, 
againſt the Order and Directions of the Church of 
England, why not all the Practices which every one of 
them agree in? I will not puſh the Conſequences of 
this Argument, becauſe I believe your Author did not 
deſign them. But pardon me for ſaying, it gives too 
great an Handle to the Enemies of our Church. 

How your Author will diſtinguiſh what he calls mo- 
dern Purgatory, from St. Auſtin's Purgatory, I can't tell. 
Nor do J ſee any great Difference between his own No- 
tion of the Thing, and the Definition of the Council of 
Trent, The Council teaches, that the Souls which are 
detaind in Purgatory, are help'd by the Prayers of the 
Faithful, and more eſpecially by the acceptable Sacri- 
fices of the Altar, and that theſe Prayers, ec. are only 
to be offer'd for the Faithful, * and ſuch as die in 
Chriſt. F Your Author ſuppoſes, that when a Man is 
pious and regular in the main, ſome Faults may be 
paſs'd over by the Interceſſion of the Church, and 
ſome leſſer Failing not accounted for upon that Score. 
And to keep Peace with the Council, he ſays, That 


* Council Trident. Seſſ. 25. De Purgator. 
＋ Seſſ. 22. Cap. 2. | 
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TLiturgy, and introduce ſuch Prayers as your Auth 


1 | 
the Fathers ſuppoſe this commemorative Sacrifice, the moſt 
efficacious Means to propitiate God the Father, and pro- 
cure the Bleſſings prayd for. * Now this ſeems to 
me as like Purgatory, as one Apple is like another, 
And it is my Opinion, that Bellarmine himſelf would 
not have found fault with the Deſcription. a 
And now to ſum up your Author's Argument. Ter-! 
tullian and St. Cyprian pray'd for the Dead, and in the 1 
middle and latter end of the Fourth Century, there 8 V 
were ſome eminent Fathers who encourag'd this Pra- t 
ctice. And we have ſeveral old Miſſals, in which weſ © 
meet with Prayers for the Dead. And therefore it is 1 
neceſſary (tho' it be againſt all Rule and Order) to al-F 
ter our Common-Prayer-Book, and make it ſpeak more 
to the purpoſe. As for Tertullian and St. Cyprian, II 2 
think J have clear'd them from being ſuch formidable * 
Enemies (as your Author repreſents them) to the ih 
Church of England. And as for the few Fathers of the 
Fourth Century, which he cites, I have prov'd them 
inconſiſtent with one another, and contradictory to the 
common Senſe of the Church, and 'tis improbable 
their particular Noſtrums ſhould get into the publick 
Liturgies, however they might affect their private 
Prayers. And as for the Greek Miſſals, &c. they nof wh 
more cblige us to pray for the Dead, than to uſe ſomeſſ hin 
other Prayers, which I believe your Author won't pleadſ « 
for. And to this I might add, ſome of theſe Formgg Par 
have not all the Subſtance his Notion of the Thing fo r 
le ems to require, and therefore could he perſwade hi tells 
Brethren to receive the leaſt offenſive of them, yes!“ 
they won't give him full Content. 
And now I] {hall take leave to offer ſome ReaſongJ®991 
why we ſhould not be over-haſty to alter the preſenſat t 


ſeems to plead for. 

Firſt, Becauſe the Scripture no where commands th. 
Uſe of ſuch Prayers as your Author pleads for. Non 
of the Canonical Writings mention Sacrifices, amon! 
the Fes for the Dead, nor any expiatory Prayers, an 
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* Pifence, Page 93. 
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Offerings among Chriſtians for the departed Souls of 
their Brethren. Moſes was very punctual in giving cloſe 
Directions in Matters of leſs moment than this; 
and why ſhonld we think, he would conceal a Duty ſo 
highly pleaſing to God, and fo very ſerviceable to the 
Souls of his Friends. In the New Teftament we have 
full and frequent Directions about onr Prayers for the 
Living: Nay, againſt the common Uſage of the World, 
we are order'd to pray for our Enemies, and thoſe 
that deſpitefully ule us.. And why ſhould we think 


that our Saviour and his Apoſtles would not have pur us 


in mind of praying for our departed Friends, if the 


were ſovery ſerviceable to the Relief of their Souls. 
Secondly, The Fathers of the Two firſt Centuries 
are ſilent about the matter. F Had there been any un- 
| written Tradition for this Practice, tis very likely we 
ſhould have had ſome Footſteps of it in ſome of their 
Writings. Several of them ſpeak of the Euchariſt, 
Prayers for ſeveral Occaſions, the Reſarrection, and the 
Laſt Judgment, but ſay not one Word of offering for 
the Dead, tho' moſt of theſe Subjects naturally lead to 
it, Fuſtin Martyr gives the Emperor a full Account of 
all the Cuſtoms of the Chriſtians of his Time. And 
when he comes to ſpeak of the Euchariſt, he informs 
him not only of the Matter of this Sacrament, but al- 
ſo of the Manner of their celebrating it, and of every 
particular Ceremony they made uſe of at it, without 
ſo much as leaving out even the Oſcalum Sand um. He 
tells him how they eſteem'd it after Conſscration, and 
gives him the Reaſon of the Inſtitution, In ſhort, after 
he has given him a full Relation of every Practice 
about it, he informs him of their charitabie Collections 
at this Time, for the Fatherleſs and Widow, the Sick 
and Needy, but doth not ſpeak one Word of their 
charitable Oblations for the Relief of the Dead. Now 


6— 


* Matt. ? © 7 | a | 
+ Note Terlullian's Books, De Corcnd Militis, De Caſtitale, & 
e Mynogamid, were Written in the 11d Centuiy, 
He floufiſp'd, Au o 15%. | 
Juſtin Martyr Apel g. pro Chriftianis, + | 
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had this been à Practice in his Time, at leaft had it 


been thought a neceſſary Cuſtom, tis probable that 
this Holy Martyr, who did not conceal the minuteft 
Uſage of the Chriſtians, would have given the Empe- 
ror ſome Account of it. Tis a little ftrange, that a 
Practice fo eſſential to the Being of a Church, as your 
Author inſinuates, ſhould not be difcover'd by any 


5 Writings that are not above Two Hundred Years old. 


For tho' theſe Two Ages were not crowded with ſo ma- 
ny Voluminous Authors, as the Fourth and Fifth Cen- 
turies, yet there ate enough of their Works remain- 
ing, to give us Reaſon to believe, that this was not a 
general Ulage. 

Tour Author will be put to it to ſhew, what Parts 
of the Chriſtian Worſhip, and what neceſſary Cuſtoms 
there are now, which they have not mention'd. And 
believe he is the only Man that is ſo well vers'd in 
their Writings, who would give this for a Reaſon why 
they forgot to mention Prayers for the Dead. Becauſe 


their main Deſign was to put an end to Schiſm, to combat] 
Hereſy, to preſs Obedience to the Governors of the Church, 


and defend their own Religion, * And therefore they 
were not at Leiſure, it ſeems, to give us an Account 
of the neceſſary Rights, Ceremonies, and Worſhip 
that belong'd to the Chriſtian Church. For what could 
more naturally lead them to the mention of their 
Rights, Ceremonies, and Worſhip, than their Apolo- 
gies, which they induſtriouſly made in Defence © 
them againſt the Heathens. What more forcible Ar- 
guments could theſe Chriſtians uſe, to keep up Obe- 
dience to the Governors of the Church, than to tell 
the contumacious they ſhould not have the Benefit o 
her Prayers when they died, had they thought it was 
ſuch a great Service to their Souls to pray for them 
Your. Author owns, in St. Cyprian's Time this wa: 
thought a good Motive to preſs Obedience, and one 
of their ſtrongeſt Guards againit Contumacy. F And 
again, do we find nothing inſtructive in their Writing 


2 r 


l Defence, Pag. 70. { Cyp. Epiſt. 1. 


8gain 
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ES ] 
againft Hereſies and Schiſms ; tis my Opinion we 
have a very conſiderable Light into all the neceſſary 
part of eur Worſhip through them. And that the 
only Reaſon why we don't find any mention of Prayers 
for the Dead in their Works, is nor, becauſe they were 
ſtifled by their Controverſies, but becauſe they were 
ignorant of the Notion, or at leaftwiſe, it was not a 
general Practice. For tho the Siby/line Oracles, which 
were forg'd in the middle of the Second Century, 
mention Prayers for the Dead, yet it is no Argument, 
with Submiſſion to your worthy Author, that this was 


cuſtomary at that Time among the Chriſtians: For 


they were deſign d to paſs for the Genuine Writings of 
ſome Heathen Propheteſſes, that liv'd long before tho 
Birth of Chriftianity. And who can think the Ca- 
tholicks of that Time would take up a Pagan Cuſtom 
upon the Credit of theſe Heathens. 

I might likewiſe ſhew what innumerable Corruptions 
have ſprung from this Cuſtom in the Romiſh Church. 
The Inſtances are enough to make a Book by them- 


| ſelves : And therefore, ſuppoſing ſuch Prayers as your 


Author ſeems to plead for, to be lawful, yet ſince we 
have no poſitive Command for them in Scripture, and 
the two Firſt Centuries furniſh us with no Matter for 
the Preſumption of an unwritten Tradition for them, 
I ſee no Reaſon why we fhould blame the Conduct of 


che Church of England, in taking away the Occaſion of 


theſe Abuſes. When the Brazen Serpent, which was 
ſo very ſerviceable to the Hraelites, became the Occa- 


ſion of Sin and Folly, good King Hezekiab call'd it 


Nehuſhtam, and brake it to Pieces. * And the Feaſts 
of Charity, which were of Apoſtolical Appointment, 


# were ſoon put down in moſt Churches, on the Account 


of ſome Irregularities that were done at them. 
I might likewiſe take notice of the Scandal this ſud- 


den Attempt gives to many weak, tho' pious Chriſti- 


ans, whoſe Prejudices againſt this Doctrine are ſo 
ſtrongly rooted by their Education, that ſhould the 
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2 Kings. 18. 46. 
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whole Body of the Convocation, and all the Non- Ine 
juring Clergy declare Prayers for the Dead to be uſe. gi 
ful, yet it would be impoſſible preſently to perſwadefWch 
them, that they are barely lawful. And therefore Ion 
think St. Pauls Rule may be very properly applied up-Wr: 
on this Occaſion. + | 
But to keep within Bounds ; I ſhall wave many moreſ{ai 
Reaſons, which might be urg'd againſt an haſty Altera- Lo. 
tion of our Liturgy, and ſhall briefly prove that th:W:h, 
Church of England is not unmindful of the Dead. Forfan' 
tho' ſhe has guarded againſt the Corruptions which an- 


| ſhelcer'd themſelves under the Practice you plead for:; 
yet there is Matter enough ſtill remaining in her Li- N Ch. 
turgy, for a willing Mind to keep up the full notion; 
of Communion with departed Saints; and therefore we 


need not be ſo uneaſy ; ſuppoſing that an Article, of 
our Creed (as your Author ſuggeſts) is concern'd in 


The firſt Inſtance I ſhall produce, is, that Prayer infdor 
our Litany. Remember not, Lord, our Offences, nor thef Side 


Offences of our Fore- fathers. I know there are many who Go 


don't intend by this Prayer to remember the Dead, I re 
but only deſire that the Sins of their Anceſtors mayſ inte 
not be viſited upon them. But ſince the Expreſſion willÞfor 
bear another Signification, and I mean by this PetitionÞawa 
to remember the Dead; why mayn't I be ſuppos'd toſ carr 
pray as effectually in theſe Terms, as in the Words offiis n 
the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, eſpecially ſince theÞfor | 
Church has no where declar'd againſt Prayers for thefin h 
Dead, nor explain'd her meaning in this Prayer againſtſ for! 


my [Intention. 24 


There is another Prayer in our Litany which ſeems] Sa 
to bear ſome relation to the Dead, and that is, the Pe- and 


tition for deliverance in the hour of death and in the day o eaſily 


judgment. 1 believe it will be granted on all Sides, pla 
that here we pray againſt ſome Evils that may befal ſ2qui 
us, when the Soul is ſeparated from the Body; and wor 
that we may have a merciful Trial, at the laſt, and ge- Engl, 


a. 


＋ Rom. 14. 13, 14, Cc. 
| neral 


[39] 
neral Aſſize; when the Dead fhall be fummon'd to 
uſe-Megive an account of all the Actions they have done in 
vadeſthe Body. As therefore what we here pray for doth 
Tre IMonly affect the Dead, I ſhall crave leave, for the 
| up-Wre/ent, to call this a Prayer for the Dead: Becauſe the 


Non- 


only ſcripcural Proof your Author brings for this Pra- 


moreſctice, is that Prayer of St. Paul for Oneſephorus, The 
tera-MLord grant unto him that he may find mercy of the Lord in 
: theWcbar day. And I believe he will not be able to ſhew 
ForWany difference between the Senſe of St. Pauls Words, 
hichhhand the Expreſſions in our Licurgy. 
for; There is another Inſtance, in the Prayer for Chrif's 
r Li- ¶ church. There we don't only praiſe God for all his 
tionſiServants departed this Life in his Faith and Fear, but 
e weſt we ſignify our deſire that they as well as our ſelves may 
le, off be partakers of his heavenly Kingdom. Your Author 
d inſ indeed, thinks the Words here militant in Earth were in- 
ſerted on purpoſe to exclude the Dead. That they 
er in don't entirely ſhut out the Dead, muſt be own'd on all 
r the Sides; becauſe we do here, in very ſtrong Terms, praiſe 
who God for all thoſe who have died in his Faith and Fear. 
head, Ni readily grant that the Church by this Addition did 
mayſjintend to keep out that ſcandalous Practices of Maſſes 
| willBfor the Dead, and that ſhe has hereby effectually taken 
itionfaway all pretence of proſtituting the Sacrament, and 
d toſ carrying on this abominable Abuſe of ic. But, Sir, it 
ds offlis no Argument, that becauſe ſhe won't offer Sacrifices 
theſ for the Dead, that therefore ſhe don't remember them 
r theſ in her Prayers. For tho' we don't offer the Sacrament 
ainliffor Infidels and Hereticks, yet no body can deny, but 
: we pray for them. | 
cems Sacrifices, and Prayers for the Dead, are two things, 
Pe- land if you pleaſe to make the Diſtinction, you will 
lay effeaſily ſee your Author's Miſtake, when he ſays, there is 
des, e plain Inconſitency in our Common- Prayer- Book, and con- 
befalſſequently that there is no Neceſſity to throw out theſe 
and Words, Militant here in Earth, to make the Church of 
d ge- England agree With her ſelf. 
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Another Inftance which I ſhall offer, is, that Prayer 


in the Communion. Service; that we, and all the whol: 


Church, may obtain Remiſſion of our Sins and all other 
Benefits of Chrift's Paſſion. Al the whole Church, 1 
think, includes the whole Number of the Faithful, not 
only the Living but the Dead. The Expreſſion reaches 
all che Children of God ; and takes in the full Notion 
of the Catholick Church and Communion of Saints, So 
that we have no Occaſion to alter our Common-Pray. 
er-Book, under the pretence of reftoring an Article of 
our Creed. | | | 

And laſtly, I refer you to the Burial Office, which 
is {aid over the dead Perſon at the Grave, and there | 
ſhall leave this Subject. 

The next thing which is thought neceſſary to be re- 
ſtor'd, is the Prayer for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt 
upon the Sacramental Elements. The Words in the 
firſt reformed Liturgy ſtand thus, in the Conſecration 
Prayer. Hear us (O merciful Father) we beſeech thee, and 
with thy holy Spirit, and word vouchſafe to bleſs and ſanctif 
theſe thy Gifts and Creatures, of Bread and Wine, that the 
ma; be unto us the Body and Blood of thy moſt dearly beloved 
Son Feſus Chriſt, 

For my own part, I own it a Good Prayer, and waz 
it in our Liturgy I ſhould think it my Duty to make 
ule of it. But the Queſtion is not, whether the Pray. 
er be Good, but whether it be eſſentially Neceſſary 
For if it be not Neceſſary, your Separation has no to 
lerable pretence. Now to make it ſo; you muſt ei 
ther prove a poſitive Command for it; or ſhew a 
early and plain Tradition for it ; or demonſtrate that 
this Form, or ſome Prayer like it is neceſſary in the 
Nature of the thing. 

Has your Author produc'd a poſitive Command fo 
it. No; he tells us indeed that our Saviour bleſs'd thi 
Bread and the Cup. 'Evarynang x evirternmions, And thi 
he thinks is in other Words praying for the Deſcent of 

the Holy Ghoſt, If this will hold; then every tim: 
we ſay Grace, we are to pray for the Deſcent of thi 
Holy Ghoft upon our Victuals, and our Saviour, _ 


ev 


— 


* 


2 


. ao 
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-he.bleſs'd the. Loaves and Fiſhes, * pray d for the Deſ- 
cent of the Holy Ghoſt upon them. Aabor Tos ina 
Belus Cvanterdiong Than '———"I2J)a di H ovnoynonss 'f 
And after all, whoever reads our Comtnunion Service, 
will think that your Author doth not do fairly by 'the 
Church, w 


* 


hen he ſuggeſts that the dotli not pray for a 
Fe 142494 08 n Fa 


Bleſſing upon the Sacrament. 


But Secondly, Have we any plain and early Tradi- 


tion for ſuch a Form as your Author demands. No, 
Indeed he produces ſome like Prayers out of the Apo- 
ſtolical Conſtitutions, and tells us, that the Prayer for 


the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt is preferv'd in the Li- 
turgies of St. Fames, St. Mark and St. Peter. But has 


your Author prov'd rheſe Miſſalt are not ſpurious. For 


before we depend upon their Authority, we muſt defire 
much better Proof than has hitherco been brought, that 
they are Genuine. Tis probable all thoſe Liturgies 
were forg'd in the Fourth Century, However, It is 
certain that ſeveral Prayers that are in them can claim 
no higher era ; and tis poſſible this may be as lately 
inſerted n ↄ· eie 

But again, Has any Father inform'd us of a Tradi- 
tion for the Neceſſity of ſuch a Form. The only one 
cited for this Purpoſe, is St. Baſil, whoſe Words are 
theſe. What Saint has left us in Writing the Words of 
Invocation, when we conſecrate the Bread of the Eu- 
chariſt, and the Cup of Bleſſing. || It ſeems it was a 
Cuſtom of the Church to uſe this Doxology, Glory be 
to the Father, and to the Son, with the Holy Ghoſt. Againit 


this Form ſome objected, That the Words were not to 


be found in Scripture, and therefore 0ught not to be 
us d. In anſwer to this, he tells chem, That ic was not 
neceſſary to reject all Cuſtoms that were not founded 
in Scripture and Apoſtolical Tradition. For where do 
we find a Scripture for ſigning with the Croſs, and praying 
towards the Eaſt ? What Saint bas left us the Words of Iu- 
vocation? We conſecrate the Water of Baptiſm, the Oil of 


* Matt. 14. i9. + Mark 8.6, 7. 
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ce. Marcion. Lit. 4. Cap. 4. 
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Union, and him alſo who is to be baptix d: but from what 


Writings ? Now, Sir, your Author muſt firft prove, 
that 3##%an0; {ignifies the Invocation of the Holy Ghoſt, 


or elſe this Text is nothing to the purpoſe, and could 


this be proy'd, yet it would appear no more neceſſary 


than ſeveral other Cuſtoms that are not pleaded for, 


tho' they ſtand upon the ſame Foundation. 


And Lefty, Can it be prov'd neceſfary from the Rea- 
ſon of the Thing? Is the Sacrament invalid without 
this Form? Doth it confer no Benefit, on account of 
this pretended Defect, to the worthy Communicant ? 
Has the Church of England receiv'd nothing but com- 


mon Bread and Wine at the Altar, ever ſince the Re- 
formation ? This muſt be prov'd, and very fully too, 


before it will appear neceſſary, from the Nacure of the 
Thing. It is very unlikely that we thould have none 


but a ſilent Tradition for it, and no written Inſtructions 
about it, had it been ſo eſſentially important. 


Had our Church excluded the Form, by which our 


" 2 


Saviour conſecrated the Euchariſt, you might have had 


ſome Ground of Complaint: But ſince the Conſecra- 
tion Prayer contains the very Words which our Savi- 


our made uſe of, and the Service is full of Prayers and 
Thankfgivings, I think your Complaint is unreaſonable, 


and I am ſure, your Charge is groundleſs. 
It has been the Opinion of ſeveral great Men, That 


the Apoſtles us'd only the Lord's Prayer, and the Words 


which our Saviour pronounc'd. F However, ſhould 


this be a Miſtake, yet there were many of the Fathers, 
who thought that the Bread and Wine became the Ea- þ 
chariſt upon the bare pronouncing, This is my Body, 8c. | 


Among many Inſtances, I ſhall only produce the Opi- 


nion of Tertullian. The Bread which our Saviour took, and 


diſtributed to his Diſciples, be made bis Body, by ſaying, 
This is my Body; that is, the Figure of my Body, || 


- * 


* *Euaoys iy of 7 Udug 78 αν,α , g 70 Tran Ths Nei- 
reg, Y Teanm duriv Ty bamnl wy, Sn mia) tſyeggay. Ib id. 

+ Vide Caflandri Epiſt. ad Hemic. Baers. - 

| Acceptum panem & diſtributum diſcipulis, corpus ſuum illum 
fecit, hoc eſt Corpus meum dicendo, id eſt, figura corporis mei. Ad- 


The 


ER 
Tze learned 'Monfieur Goar has largely proved that the Con- 
ſecrat ion is not perform'd by the invocating the Holy Ghoſt, or 
by any other Prayers. And beſides the School-men, there are 
numberleſs valuable Authors who are of this Opinion. Nay, tis 


plain, that it is the Senſe not only of the Church of England, but 


of the whole Weſtern Church. And till I ſee better Reaſons than 
hitherto I have met with, I ſhall not differ from them. Afrer all, 
luppole that the Church fhould be miſtaken, in thinking that the 
Tecital of our Sayiour's Words. is all that is Effential to the Form 
of Conſecration; yet it doth not appear that this Addition, which 
you require, is neceſſary. For the learned Mr. Thorndike, (tho? 
he was of Opinion that the force of the Conſecration doth not de- 
pend upon the recital of onr Saviour's Words, and cites all the 
Fathers which your Author produces for this Purpoſe; f) yet was 
entirely ſatisfied with the Office of our Communion Service. Nay, 
upon his own Principles, he grants that the Lord's Prayer laid 
over the Elements, with an intention to make the Euchariſt, 
would effectually make them ſo. His Words are theſe : For that 


— which, believing that Chriſtians are juſtified by undertaking 
a | 


40 profeſs the Faith, and to live according to it, and that our Lord 
hath left us his Body and Blood of the Euchariſt, to convey the Holy 
Ghoſt to our Souls, that they may be able to perform what they under- 
take, ſhould pray tke Lord's Prayer over the Elements propos'd, with that 
intent; I cannot doubt of their receiving the Body and Blood of Chriſt. || 

The laſt Thing, which, as pet, is demanded, is the Reſtoration 
of the Oblatory Prayer, which in the firſt reform'd Liturgy, at thie 


End of the Conſecration Prayer, ſtands thus. Wherefore O Loid 


and heavenly Father, according to the Inſtitution of thy dearly beloved 
Son, our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, we thy humble Servants do celebrate and 
make here before thy divine Majeſty, with theſe thy holy Gifts, the Me- 
moriat which thy Son hath will'd us to'make ; having in Remembrance 
1s bleſſed Paſſion, mighty Reſurre#ion, amt glorious Aſcenſion, ven- 
drimg unto thee moſt hearty thanks for the innumerable Benefits pro- 
tured unto us by the ſame, entirely deſiring thy Fatheriy Goodneſs, &c. 
As the Prayer goes on in the Poſt- Cummunion of our preſent Li- 
turgy. 1 ; 

For my own part, I have no Obje&ion againſt this Form, were 
it inferred in our Liturgy by a competent Authority. Nor do I 
lee any reaſon to differ from your leained Author in his Notion 
t the Euchariſtick Sacrifice. But why this Prayer ſhould be made 
dne of the Terms of Communion, or be lo ſtrenuouſly inſiſted on 
at this time, I can't tell. For the Notion of a Sacrifice don't in- 
er the Neceſſity of it. And 'tis very plain our Saviour gave the 
dacrament to his Dilciples without making ule of ſuch a Prayer 
s this. * And ſince our Saviou''s Death, ' has any of his Apoſtles 
eft us a Command to make ule of ſuch a Prayer, before the 1e- 
ei ving of the Euchariſt ? Have we any early Tradition for it? Or 
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| * Euchoiog'6n, Fag. 140. &c. 


f Epilog. L:. 3. Caf. 4. Lit. 3. Pag. 30. 
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goth it appear ſo'plainly,, to be abſolutely neceſſaty Fram the natur 

of the Thing ? Did the learned Joſeph Mead and Dr. Hicks, who 
"Jaok'd as far into the Caſe as any that pretend to be ſo ſcrupulous 
nov, make it a term of Communion, or even refuſe the Sacrament 
where the Oblatory Prayer was not uſed? And to conclude; has the 
learned Mr. Ihbnſon, ſince he has publiſhed his laſt Will, f quit. 
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ted the Churth' of Englan !“? RS | 
How defitable foever theſe Gentlemen might think the. Qbla. 
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tory Prayer, yet it is plain from their Practice they did not think 
it abſolutely neceſſary. And rherefore what your Author has ci. 
eng them, I ſhall beg leave to [ay comes far ſhort of his 
Eurpoſee. e eien £30 1} 
5 Thus, Sir, L think E bave.clear'd the Church of England from 
the heavy Charge you Are pleasd to lay againſt her in your Ler- 
ter. And have ventur'd to anſwer the Two: Books which you call 
unanſwerable. You: boaſt that you have the Judgment of Anti 
quity on your Side, for the Four: Things witich you demand. If 
you mean that the Ancients thought theſe Things Lawful, I fer 
no reaſon to differ from-you. And, if vou, pleale, I will give you; 
Liſt of Fourſcore ancient lawful Cuſtoms, which few .Chuxche 
now think ſit to Practice. And yet they Were more neceſſary zhen 
than what you demand can be now. For tho' theſe things were al 
of them indifferent in their own Nature, yet the Authority tha 
commanded them was competent, and that is more tllan can be 
pleaded by you, ſuppoſing what you demand were mote uſeful id 
the Church, and every Member of it, than they really are. | 
Ihe Local Cuſtoms and Conſtitution of a Church are not to hy 
alter'd, without rhe gteateſt Caution and utmoſt Deliberation, I 
Attempt ſeems too daring, were there any apparent Majority of th 
Church of England for it. But when a few, a very inconſiderab 
Number, ſhall not only make the Attempt in an undue mann 
but ſhall -—— I can't blame the World for beſto wing that Ep 
ther upon them that I don't care to name. ; 
In ſhort, Sir, the Caſe is plainly this. Either you or the Chur 

of England are Schiſmaticks. For your Separation, to the Gri 
of all good Men, is now become open, and the diſguiſe of old Chute 
of England Men is thrown off. That the Articles which you d 
mand to be reſtoi'd are not Eſſential and abſolutely neceſſary, 
think I have fully prov'd. And if a dozen warm Men can't ftar 
an Authority upon indifferent things, your Separation from t 
Church of England is not only unrealonable, but, if there is a 
33 in Schiſm, very hazardous to the Souls of thoſe that a 

ere to it. PLC} DA. | = 
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N. B. Tor Arminian Read Armenian. 
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